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2. falWETWT H TFT ffTTF 13 F^F 2009, ft ff FI4d ft lI.-H’-fl 4141 ft ffFTFF % FTF FFR ft, f 

PUnPlPsid FRFI FFTR FR f :- 

F. FFlff FTTT FFlFT WJT^F 2,40,827 T. FT, fFTff ft% ffFTF ffFT FFT 


FTfFffTTFT 

T.16,800/- 

ftFF 

t.86,727/- 

FTTTTfrFT 

T.3,900/- 

FFT 

T.11,400/- 

FlffFffTTFT 

t.7,500/- 

ffFK-FffF 

t.9,500/- 

FFTFTffFF FF ffTTFT 

T.10,000/- 

fftffttRt 

T.5,000/- 


T.2,40,827/- 


IjTFtff, TFT Ffffffl f%TT tttt RF f ff MPlPsid FFT % Ff Fpf Pld Fff F: 

(i) #rf ttj Wfrrt: fiff fftft fft ft ff PifTfh s[f f ffffpF tfift f ffffR 
-Hififf+ trff fit \RifT ft tfff ^nr f% f Fff fftr ff fi f$i+Md+df f ffrn PNPh 
F ffFlff (“ff.f.Ft.”) F 13 iM ITlfTF ft ffFF FffF FT % FrFff FTTT ft FT F tffFT FIT 
FTFFFTF FFfR FF f f^TF% f%F f ftf T^f ft PflPNl Fff ft Ft |l ffFFFFFFf F FJFTF 
FFTFT ff ff Fft FTfFFTFf FT TFFF -4H44 °FF 5,30,093 T. FII 

(ii) ftrgr pf- fffr:- f^ ft frIf fftft fft ff if tffft f fftft ftrgff, ff^Ff f ffp ff^r fr 
FFFFRT f f%F ff^ft FT ft °FF TFFF f%F FF | ffFf f%F ftFTFFFTf FTTT FpFlffF 1 , 00,000 
T. ft SRTTff FFTf Ff fl 

(iii) <7 HMK-WW Rtf/tH: FF ft FlftF FFTFT FFT ff FFlff F FfpFT ffsiTF FFT ffffFF-fF F 'ipFlffd 
TSTTftF FFTFR-FPT F ffffR ffsiTFF FFtRTF ffF f I FIT ff FFIFFT FT Flft nf ffFT FT I 
ffFTFFFFT F FFTJF ffFT ff TFf FTTT FFFF 35 FFPFR FF ffFTFF FFftF ffF FR f FR FFPFTT- 
FF f FTF, PFFFF ft FpTF FR PFFSTF f FRF f FTFR FT ffFTFFWT FTTT 4,79,860 T FF 
F^FTtfr -4H44 °FF FFTFT FTI fffFR FFT FFFFFT ft, TFf FTFFTf f ST^FTT, ft FHTF fF FFTFTT 
FFT ft FT Fft ft Fff ft FTf%F ft FT f I 

(iv) FFWF4TF7fFs777^wfw>F^ ft FlftF FFTFT FFT FT ff FTFff F FFF FTF-ff?FF 
FF f FTF Flf%F ffFTF 04 FW, 2008 f FFF FFF FF f TFf FTTT Fftf FR 8 ftff FTF ftFF 
FTlpT, fFFFT Tffrf^IF FFT RFFR-37ft-1282 FT, FT FFlffrF ft f%FTFT FT FR FFF FTFF F FFF 
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fTT #5M ttT W$ R RRT ^ff ffdT Pl'H + l RT% Rdf-Id Tjfk, ft fffp ffsTT 3RT ffRT RTT 

4TI 

w. ffi+Md+df f Rfnr -h-mm i ff RRff % sr^RffrfTT 13,50,780 tr Rdf-M rt-trttt ffrr «tt ft 
ftfRT, 1961 % ffRT 60 % rfr fff|cr 10 rr t. ft dc+ifk frar % rIRr fk Rq-ff rtt 
R df-Id R4 % RTf ff f dRdRd 2,40,827 T % Rft RfsTR Rl 

T. f$l+Md+df f R RRT ft RTFTT 4T ff RTff ^ WT-RT ffTTR 04 RR 2008 (TFT-fffs'R Wf 
f RP4 RJTT) fk 8 R4d J 2008 (Rdf-Id R4 % f% f R4 RJTT) Rffd Wf fk Rrf ft R TJRTT 

ffrrrff ffrft.sr. RfsrffRT, 1951 fk *mfk fg-4Rdi, 1860 ft stttt 199 fk 200 f rfR fg- 
f Rft fi 

k. Pi+ldd+df f kfT cff ft ffkT ff Rkff ft.R STfsrffRT, 1951 ft STTTT 10^ f RFR RR fk TTR 
ffSTR-f^T f ffft ft Rdf-Id f Rdf-Id Rgf f ffk ffk kf ft RTff f ffk RfRd RffT ffrr 
Rf f Rftfl 

3. nrrftftft f RRffl dddd ffkp 13 3T&R - , 2009 f RnPlRld 3TRR RTk tttt f; 

R Rkff 3TRf RdR fffdT (RRRRRT, “R#f”) f fk RR f ffkT f I 

W. RR'ff f fRR 5M TRT RRkt STfsrffRT, 1915 ft STTTT 34(2) f 3RFR -HlQdi Tif RR 

RdRd Rf fk RTffa fg" fffdT, 1860 ft snTTff 153R, 188, 191, 199 fk 200 f fffsTT 
RTRsf f ffrT R? ffrr RT || 

T. 4^ ft 3TRR TRRT RTT ff 1 jRR RTT-sf^rffcT did HI f ff ST f RjffT Tpdll dff RT Tff 

ftl 

k. STTf ft RTtk RTTkT RTT ff Rkff kTTT RTjk STRT-RT Sjf f fk % ft.R srffffRT 1951 
ft STTTT 125k f 3RTR fr f Rrft f; RRff ftfsTR, 1961 f ffRT 86-89 f R«T TffcT ft.TT. 
STffffRT, 1951 ft STTTT 77, STTTT 8R 3fr STTTT 10R f 3RFR ff%R f ffrr ft ^ffcT f Rft f I 

4. 13 ffr, 2009, ftffl + Md ftwiffw ft, ftff dddd+df f RST-TTf^TRR -4MHM ft RTRRT fk 

f, ffffT ftRT f arfsTR Rdf-Id RT WR RR Trf^R W ‘3TRTff f 3TTSTTT R ft.TT. STffffRT, 
1951 ft STTTT 81 fR 100(1 )(R) f 3RTR RRfff Rdf-Id ft ^dlfi ff fTT Rdf-Id dlR+l (f.ft.) 
f-26/2009 Rf%TT ft ftl RRff f f: ft. f. 26/2009 ft fsilRflddl ft ^dfft ft fk R ffRT RR 
f fflT 3TTRR f?T ffRT fff R RRTTR RTT wksj fflR 26 Rpf 2010 f ffR fR trt R ffdT 
RTTI r rrttr f RR ffTR 26 Rf 2010 ft fffr sfjrR dlRld>l (ffffr) 14984/2010 f 
R7T RPT RRTTR f Rfft ft R ffkf RTF RTTFR f 05 ^TTf, 2010 ft RR ft 
4lfdllffl R fR RTTf fTT 3TF%R RffT ffni Rdf-Id dlRld>l f. 26/2009 dTRT ff f fR 
Rl+ldd+df R7T fk ttr srrfR (Rf.TT. f.4603/2012) fffR 29 RR 2012 Tlffd ffTT RTTI R 
rrtrt f Rf^TffrtR 04 fffR, 2012 r diR+i rrt ff f frffr r Rft rm f ttrr 
frf f TRR ft RR RRR (RRT:, iRddld R7T Rf .TTR-564/2013 ffRR 20 dddf 2013 

fk rRr fkR? R7T Rf -k f .602/2013 fffR 01 Rdf 2013), Rdf-Id dlRl+l f dlff+l+df f 
R f TrffRTR f ffk, RTf%R ffrr R[l TRR RT4TRT f RR RT?T ffRR 1 fffR 2014 f R7T 
MT dpHRdd sfrfkr Rdddl R fffR ff f ffr ^ RTRTRT ft RSFT RTf f ftffTT Rfkrff f 
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f%TT nmn nr ffmnrft nr ffm m ^hh, ffnimnHf n fnnm nffm mm m % snfm 
(3trf.tr.7f.4603/2012) #T mm ff % ffn; tt^ snfm (mit.TT.Tt. 430/2015) 4 |Rm ffmi nm sinffn 
3TTfmf m mi f mn RMM4 ^TTT id dim dlff + l mm ff f ffxT fsTWPTWT mn dlfflH snfm 
(3Tif.TT.7T.4603/2015) % nTH 3nf$T ffrrfn 27 smmrr, 2015 % srfftr fffn ffn Wl mn RldMd 
f nm 3nf$T if 3TT%mt ft WTffR HF ffm I m# 3RTRT, ftff HSmiff % mifft % TFHn ffm ff 
ffnfm dlffni ft nmrftmT srff fHd Tjft ft ffrmT, nm dlff + l f fftm sf# dlffm+df % 
nffrmm f nff % nfffn f?? fn mfm, 3TTf.TT.7t. 2009n 14727, 2009 nr 13327, 2010 nr 
7629, 2010 nr 7628 sfF 2014 nr 6178, srff 'ft ffm HI ftff nsrnrrf (ffmmnff nf miff) f 
Timfl mn Hl[ H# ft ffm wf FR# # mmn RldMd mn PTTTTnft ft SFprff ft 

mft f ffn# Rdf-dd dlffni ft #mTftmT ft Fdlfl ft nf f ft ff df-dd dlff + l rm: ft WTf#r ft 
rnnfti rnffn, mm # nm fffn srrfrff nr ff#n ff ft ftf ^inrd nff f nfrf# +ifdiRfdi 
RldMd f 3TTf$T ffrrtT 05 3JHT#, 2010 f 3 T^Mihh # Tff ft #n ft nf f I d^nid, d-ndd 
RMH4 f mrnpffF anfnffTifn 26 ^rrf, 2016 mi#nffmff ff# mmmr# mrfr (ffdirn 
dlffni # ff dddd+df) f ddffH f mpftnFn # 3EJ7TTT mp RMMd mm FTF# # snfm mm 
ff nr +R.dif ft n# ft (ff# mm RMHd mn nnjn: niffd ffn nn m fmrf# ot nrm nn 
f) rnffm, TTTTTTT^ft ffmrn ftf f nf wrf#n ft mft fi mn srffffm, p.-Hunfl f nfmmfr 
(miff) f ffn; wftr f RRMd f rnsr m^r ffn ff mm4 mw m suf ?t m 
m^ftmft m T^ffr ffn nrr n mtff ffffm nffm m ff m sum m nw nr 
3TTf?r ffrfp 27 3R^m, 2015 f nfftT wiffn ffm nrr m mrffnr f nfr f ff fff 
nrmpft ffmmwr f wfi nrr rn^r nm m^ftmn f arrsnr m nfn ft m ft mfff, 
m mnmr f m 'ft sr^fsr ffn w ff ffffm nffm ffmrmff ft m nrr ft nw ffrT 
nf f n«r rnffr nr ft mr ff m, rnmn mw nr fn ffffm ffiT ^rf ft ffnff f, ffffm 
nffnr f ^irmfr f ffn sufm f i ffnrmnff f nfm ft ffm suf^r ffnn 26 Tjmi, 2016 f 
ffrR mm 4 nm f tdffHim nffnr nfm mf sfr mw mmm f snf ft ffmf f 
ffn tf^tt mf f ffiT ft nrrrf nr nnr ffn nrri 22 fffm, 2016 ft mn mnm f smft 
Tjnrri ft nffir ft, ft nf srffffsrrffr ffn w ff fff ffmmnfr m, fnff mf nrr ^ f 
nfn ft nf ft, ^dfffi+d nffnr (3TR.ft.f.003970/20l6) f fnf f mmn mnm f srrfn 
Trff n^n ffn n nf mfm, ff ffm nrffnr m ^rf f 3Tsnft7T ffnnf mft | ff nff mmn 
THmrn % nrsr ^nffni+d nrffnr ft sr^nff ft nft | ft ffmmnff ffntm nrffnr f 
’jrmftm f ffrrr m^m snfm ff f mm ftf i m nffnr ft sfffn nffnff m n^f |i 

5. rm snfn nr mftftft f nm ffmrn ffntn 13 srfn, 2009 nr nfsr |, mft nff gm 
ffnfm srffnrf, (nmn^mr, “ftfft”), nsn nfn ft 29 srfn, 2009 ft, 3nfn ft rjmr ff fn, 
srmnn nfnf nf f fftT mfm ft nf ft fffn snfn f m ffrin 29 srfn, 2009 f mf f 
ftf#, nsn m?r n ftf m nrn nff fsni 

6. ffmmnfr n ttht snjnff ffmm ffntn 5 nmf, 2009 nm ff ft ffnf mrff nrr ffffm w 

f w snmn nr sumr mm nn m ftf#, nsn nfn ft m ffritn 24 nmi, 2009 f nf#T 
ffmf#f#n mfntnt nf f ffn n^T nn m 
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4. 22-4ff4 ff.4. f RdRff srf^Fpt ft 4^rff 4 pt 444 444-44 ^iRh 444 ff tt^ ffpr 

4PPT, fff T jf^RT 7%44, ff44T 4PT 44T ffdT 44T 4T (g^T ffpFPFT ffTT4 13 4^4, 2009 ff 5 

ppri, 2009 if 4 spp w 4t), % ■miR^ % 424 ft ffrrf ffft gt 47 , pt. 4. 4ffff44, 1951 ft 
stpt 1254 f sprfr pptft ^pt fffr 3pjfff f ptstp - 4t ffk ff 4T fff?r frn w w if pptft 
ft ff%4 47f fXT dc+M + fdlt 47f 4T 3TT%^T ffdT Wl 

w. 4tr tt^ -h iQ4T f ff474 f ffsr if pprff f ff^ 4S4 4ff Pid+i-n 4ffff44, 1915 ft 
stpt 34 ffprtftff, 1860 ft mrT 171^f sprfr^f gwif, snfftft, 1860 ft stpt 1534, 188 
ffft.4. 4ffff44, 1951 ft stpt 125 f sprfr 4f gwif ft 4 -^h 473fi4ff 4F[44 fpt; 

4. 4S4 444 f dc+lfid 4444 ft ff W 4ft4 f fft 4fft 4ddldl 4ffff f 4ff4 RcPP f 

ft ST if 4PTPT ft ffli 47c[4 4PTTI 

7. sfpfpr f 44 ffrt4 24 ^pt#, 2009 f 447 if fftft, 4.4. if tt^ pff 4PP4 if 12 3PF4, 2009 ft 

444 ft fti ft.f.ft. 4ff4T ft ftft f, ffit frifr. 4.4. 4 ft sfrfp ffrr w «tt, f spjptt 4ff 
41 HP! if f%fsr f sppTp- 4-1 id it ft 44 % fft 4ff 4T4P -4MH4 if Rpl7lft4 f I 4Ppff 4PT 47f4 
PMftH ^PT f ftft f TpfST if, ft##, 4fft4T ft ftfft f 3FJ4T7, 4Ppff 4 RHftH ^PT 4T 444T ft4T 
fff|cr 444^ f ftrR 6 PHd'Cl, 2009 ft ftft fffft f 3ppf?T ft 44 ftfft if 4PJ4 ffdT 4T ffpft 4ST4 
4PT 444-444- 44 4T4 ft 4f ft I ftft if Pfftfftp f4T ^44 2,40,627 4 4TI 4f4ft, PpfpT f W 

ffrt4 26 3PF4, 2009 if ftfft, p.^-. ft fff?T ffqr w ff % ppp pf$p%4 -dMHfln PTwf if 
4^4144 if ppfpr ft ’PPT-’PPT PT 3TPPP 4FTf ffl 

8. 44,'Pid, 3TPTPT ft Rl4Md4dT % ffRtft^P 4T4PT f ft ST f tt^ sfr pj-dN4H ffTT4 18 Slfp, 

2010 Wp-fPT: 

4. PPTff sFP PWT °2PT 4T pft iPiT 4 WT f PPTP if Ppft f%4PPT ffdTT 4#f ffdT 
PPTTI 

W. SPTd’-W dlRsIH 4F4T, 3PPT fpFT 4Tf4 f 3PFT HlHtcd f 4«4 ft ffpTRTI ppfpr f 

fff4 f^PTT ff W f PT4 ^ ft Plft PTf|f | 3TPTPT ^PT 3PPT 44 ffpf4 12 44447, 2010 f 

pffrT f^|4Nd4dt 4T 4J-4N4H 18 4fp, 2010 4K if, ft##, 4.4. ft dr4H ffTfcT 4P4 44 R# 
|f 3Tirff4 ff4T 44TI 

9. 414 f, f^l4Nd4dtf TT^3fpRl4Md ff4f4 18 f%cT47, 2010 RpdPlRjd 3TP4T P4Tf ff 4F4 ft: 

(i) 4f ff 4PTff 4PT 47f4 ff4f44 °44 4T fWT ftfft 4PT 4S4 444 4 7417 f 3Tff%4 44T4 f 
4ft4, 4|t f 44 if, fflfd ff4T 44T 4T; 

(ii) 4f ff 4T. 4444 ff4T ft 3P4 4PTPT f ft 44PF PT TfT |; 

(iii) ft.t.ft. 4PT fft 4t ffff 4ft 4|f ft; 

(iv) 44 ff 4ftf 344PT ft fft 4t 44ft 4Pff4 fit4PPT ffTT4 9 Slfp, 2009 f 4T4 4ft 444 
4T4Tf4 3fr 44Tff4 ftft fft ft fff4, 4^TT44f, 44Tff4 ftft ff SFjfsff ft ^ft f 4T4 
fit4PPT 4PTPT f 4fifP4 if 4ot ffp 4T 4|t ft ff44 Rdt-H PpfpT ft ffwSPTT 4T 4?4 ff^4 
P4Tff4TI 
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10. EREEIRETET ym'Rl+ I ff ftl+Md+df ETREREEERR RMM4 if tt^ A |R|E>| E. 2010 ET 
7553 (TFPE ETTff EETE ETTE fEETEE ETEIE Ef RR) ETf%R ft E# ft ffEE ETTE fEETEE ETEIE 
ft fff?T ff ElfET ft 7ft ft ff % RtE EffffffE EffffEE, 1951 ft SETT 10E f REpE ETE ft 
RF ffrfET f ET EE<H4 Efff % fffE fl HIHHI RR RMI<R % REST fffE ERT TRTI RTpfr, 
ER RHIR E 28 RE[i, 2016 ET fe -Mlff + I ET RTEfffER ffET ffEE E![ fffE fpET EET ff 
ETTE fEETEE EFTfE ETfEETEET ETR RETf Ef Pkfdl f ET fffE iff % f%TT RER %\ 

11. ETEtEEftfRt, E.E. Tt #fk 3m w f^rt? 26 EERT, 2010 f EftirfilEMd+ET ftftl+Md if 
EET-Ep*Rf%E T-HNH-ER % Eft RsINH! ft TJR Effff RF ETErIEE tffEf, ■HlfRff + tEET ft Eft 

ffffft ftrrffE (Eff ft Et ft ft) ft frft/ftfrft ft wftfE Eft f ete ERff etr er[e fEETEE 

RE f TJR f% ft T%E ft Esf Effff ft EFT ft I 

12. ff + Md+df E TT^ ^TT ffr ftwfr f$l=bMdT f RldP'+d ftHPlPsid ETRE RETp ftr ERff ETR 
f^EtEE RE EE Eft fRT ET^E E TEE f EEf f ft.E. EffPtEE, 1951 ft STTR 10E f REpE ETf%R 
REft ftlETEE ET ffETT E ER f f%E^TT^EET RRTEEE ffETE 14 Elf, 2011 ETf%E ffET: 

E. ER ff Eff fit ERff fffPEE RE ET Eft fET EE EE if fEER T^ET f ET ERE ET ERR 
RET Ef ERTT f ft Ef ETERffE gEEE f ERTET ERIE ETR RT.E. EfffpEE, 1951 ft STTR 10E f 
3TEfE Efr -RE RTETHE E fEETEE ETffET f REpE ft EEE f%EE EFET# ET ETEET ER ET ETft 
ftET f I EPEE EE ETER E EER EE EFTF ET TREE TFE E TRET Eft ET EEET ff ETERT fftER TTf 
ETERffE RTETREf f EEST fffE f I ERIE EEft RE ft ETE Erf f PtE ^fR E EET fET f I 

R. ERIE ttr.ETT. fsTEREEtEl EETE ft.EE. ER-fRE (ERTfRR 1999 EiTft 252) f ETER E 
TREE RTETRE f fffE f fEEE RRff ERT ElffR Eft ff f EEE E RTR ETE f fftT tjf[ ET^ 
EEE fl ffETEEEEf E 3TEft RtETEE f EEfE E ERTEft ET5E (EffET ETETRE E EET-ETR, 
EETERERT, tftE ETf/ET fffff, EERR, %RER 3fr ftft, ftf# ft ^R EffET) ETJE ft fl 

E. ffETEEEEf E 3TEft ffETEE ft fERRftEET f EEf E tte SEJRTTE ft TF^E ffET ET fffE, 

RE EE fTf ERETE Eft ft Ef fl E^ RRR ^EtRjf f ff RTEEE ft ^R ffETEE fflTE 09 ST^R, 
2009 RTEIE f tJE ft Ef f I 

E. ER'ff ETR f% f f^f E Elf RTR Eft ft Ef f RR E^ fffE ffET EET ET ff 

fwffETft ERT ff ET ERTEE ffET EET ET fff ERff ETR TFJR EFEffE RET f EEf E ftf ft 
RTR ETE ET RfsTER ETR Eft f I ft.f.Rt. EfEET E ft ffftf, ERff f EER E TF^r ft ft I 

E. ERff f ffRE RTR ER ff RTElE f ffETE 12 REERT, 2010 f ffRT fEETEE Rf^Elft, 
EfEET ft ff% ER f ETE^E ftf ETRTE Eft ft Ef ft Wfff ERff ER EER ETER E fffEE fff f 
EE ET f sfr ftrRT fEETRE Rf%ETft, EffET(EfERT, EfftET) ET ERff f ETE eIH'Z EEE ETI 

R. ER ETfET ft Ef ff RE ETER E RPt^Ilf RE f TERR RTE ft RTft RTfff ft EEfff 
ffETEEEEf ETR RETR Ef 3ERE ER ffETE f PtE ^jft f ff fEETRET E ERff ETR ffEft Tiff 
EEEE ft Ef f I 

R. fEfftERffEREff Rft ft ftlETEEREf ETR ETf%R ft Ef ftlETEE ET fff fffE Eft 
ffET EET ft Rf ffER ETET RTRETI 

13. ETEIE ETR Etft Ef Eft ftft RFFE EFETE |R ffEfR 26 EERT, 2010 f 3EETE f ER f RETE E 
gEE ffEfRE EffETft, ER EEE E ffETR 17 Elf, 2011 ET ER RTElE E ETRT ffET EETI ETR EEE ER 
E RTEIE ETR Etft Ef EETRF ER ft EffET RE RETE f ETE Eft ft I Eft ftE, ftlETEEEEf E tte 3TR- 
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FF FTR fFT ffrrf Ff 2008 f fffpFFf 4 TWfl ^KT FFf4r FTRT FF FKR, 44 f4fR 

4fR FI FTFR f ffTTF 04 F#, 2011 % FFF FF FTTT g?R ff f4m FffFTf, FR Ff?T % 30 ffft f 
FR FFTSR % 4fST 4 FFTF FF ffft % FKT FFTFK Wf % 4 fTFFT % TJF *F 4 FFTFK FF FT TJFFF 
FTF FTR FF Ft F^T FTff FTFR RF FTF ft RTF' ft FT Ff I ffFTFFFR? ft RTFTFFT 4 Rft Ff4F 
FFFFFT 44 Rfififi, FPR fffTF 13 FfF, 2009 ft fffRF Fffrt FF f FTF 4FK ft Ff ffl F^ 
ft F^T FFT FT ff ffFTFFFFT 4 FTFR f FFST FFft ffFTFF 4 35 FFTFR-FF fFFTFFT f FFTSR f 
Flf 4 F^T FTI FTFR RR FFTFK-FF 44 Rft U fffff f FFTFFf 4 FffsR TJFFT FFF FR f fR 
f4k arfsTFTft ft 4FR FR FFT ffsffftF FFF 4 RfFTFF *F 4 Fft FTFR f FFST FRF FR 44ft 
f4fF f%TT f | 

14. Fft fR ffFTFFFRf 4 ffTTF 12 Ff, 2011 R FR fk FF FTR ffFT FFT ffFf FTF FFf RK ffFT 
ffFfFF FfsTFTft, FffFT 4 FTR 13 4tft 4 fR ft F# ff 4tff FffFT PI-fTrH 4f 4 Ff 2008 4 
fffNff f 44 r RfU ft Ff ff I 

15. FTFR 4 FRT ffffFF FffFTft, FR FFF ff ffTRT 12 Ff, 2011; 02^F, 2011; 15 ^F, 2011 ft 
FfF 4 3FJRRF 44 44 ffFTF 28 ^F, 2011 ft ffFT fffNR FfsTFlft, FR FFF 4 FffffFT 44ft 
FF FTR fFT ff FTR FFTFK FF U fffff 4 4 ftF-FTFF:, FTRF RTffFT, Ff ^ffFT, RlfFR 3fk 
tffF FffFT FFTF 4 Ff TJRFT FFFR Rf ft ff FFTFK FR ft 44t Ff Fffff f 44 f 4 R% 

FFTFK FF FKT ftf FFTFK ffFTFF FFFf4F Fft |FT % 44 ffFRjftF FFTFK FF FffF FFF ^F 
444 ft f I R% FFTFK FF RFT 4TFR, RTfFK 4 FF, Fffff f ‘|f FTKK’ RTT 4FT FFT FFff 
Ff ^ffFT 44 tffF FffFT FFFF 4 FF Fffff f 444R ‘FFTRf RFT 4 fT FFT FTI FR FT U fffff 4 
Fft ftf FffffFT Fff ft fl 

16. IfFKRFRf 4 ffFtF 28 Ff, 2012 ft tt^ Ff ffFTFF FTFR 4 FTR ff ffFF gfFF FFTFK FF 
nfffFFT f 4 f FT#/RT FffcT 4ffR FF ^F f 40 FTFFT ft FR Fff Ff fI RtFKRFFf 4 tffF 
FTRF, Fft ^ffFT, tffF FffFT FFFF 44 ftftR FTRF f FFTFK FF 1 JRf ft ^F Fff4 FFlf ft 
ffFF FRff f FF 4 FFTFKf FF FFFS'R ffFT FFT FTI FFTFK FF ft fkl + lfl FFT fflfFT 
15 f4r, 2008 ft FFT 25 FFRF, 2008 FF FTKR, FFTFK FF 4 FFfRR fRRTFT 44 FRff f 
FF 4 ffrfFT 27 FFTK, 2008 Ff FFfRR srftF ft IfTFTFF f FTF 4FR ft Ff ft I FFTFK FF 
TTfffff ^TTT FTR R FFf/FR f FTFK K ffFFFFFR? 4 FFT 4 ff FRff ^KT FFF9R K 6,07,980/- F 
FF fF FT ffFT FFT FTI ffFKRFRT 4 F^ ff F^T f ff ffFFFFFRf 4 FTFTF ^TK Ffft Ff FffF 
FFF9R ft 5JF Fffff FF FTFTF f FK-FK fffF ff f FTF^F ft ffFT fFFTFF arfsTFTft FffFT 3fr FF 
FFf FffFFft FKT FR-^FFF Fff fFT FFT FTI 

17. FTf4r4ffR ff fR FffFTft, FffFT ft ffTR 20 ^R, 2012 ft FF fFT FFT FT ffFF ff Rf4f%F 

®44 ftf FT[ f 

(i) (ii) 44 (iii) f (ft), (f) 44 (f) 4 FffrffF fft f 4fsr 4 Ifft/fi rf ft fft4r FffFf; 

(ii) FFT FRff 4 f4t FffF FFft srftF f FFFR f 44 f 4 ftf Tiff ffsrrt 
(F) ‘fffFT FTRF’, ffrtFT 27 FFRT, 2008 

(F) ‘3TTFRT’, ffrtFT 27 FFRF, 2008 

(F) ‘fffFT FffFT FFTf ffrtFT 27 FFRF, 2008, 
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(iii) ddT ddETT ^ dd £ET W VIId^Rd ddd d dd RdIM, f: 

(d) ‘tfRd dEdd’, Rdfd 20 HciH-f., 2008 

(d) Rdtd 18 2008 

(d) ‘di ^RdT’, Rdtd 26 2008 

(iv) ddrRrd ddT % cftf ?Jdd1d dTdRdT| 
dR ddRd #kr ^TETET d ddTdd d dFd dTf dTWFTd (Ed% dET ^TdTSTftd) ddT dTETT t ddT 
dd dd R PrhdT dm sejwtRei (^t.vr.srf^i^nT srm 127 % dRd ddFifsTd) Rtt w | tt 
dffi 


18. RETT 


Rett PhI-m dfsEFrfT, tRett d Rdtd 25 sprri, 2012 % sm tt dm ErmRdfRd RrRdT dTEdd 
dET ft df yRRMldf, RetR Ed dRT d dd dTd % tdTT RdT dT f% ddRTd d dTf Rt Rd dT dTEdT 
ddTF dtr R, % dTd VEdRT dET df%d 2,40,827 d. dT md f%WT RdT dTI 41 Rd I dTEdd dET Rd 


SEJdTTf:- 


dd. d. 


<HrdR -4 dTdET 


RRFd fRdd-dT^ 


^TTdd, dTdTW (TTW-^t/7) % fd+MH4 ddTo dGrdd ETdT d ddd 
dddE - Rfr Rett RtdTdd djR Rm t 1 dd:, ddfRd Rd R dd 
dfsPdTfT, dT dd ddRdTddcfh 

-HHKd, tRd dlH>< (Fdd-RT/8) ^ T ° ' 1 ^ rfT fR* 71 ^ ^ ^ ^ fRdTdd f. 
d^sd fddTdd 3Tf%ddft ^Rdd mfRdTdd TFeRET RdT ddT |l dd:,T 

dR EddEST dff ddR dT ddRTl 


^dT^d td, df fRdT (ttet- WdTdTddddTo drdddETdTdd 
#T/9) % dRdET 3 TE" Rett ^ Rm t 1 dd:, ddfRd Rd R 

R^RlH dfsTdrtt, dRdTdTdd ta \{ dT -Hdcfi I 


y R EddEST d 


RdT dE" d RdT 


dR EddEST dR 


Rett RdTR, Rt.RT.ird Eimd ^ -htne dd dR, 2011 R R? fT ddT |i mi:, RRT RT 
(ddd-R/lO) % ddddd te" Rett R?i nh % ddd d tt# dRRd find dff Rett w|i 
R dfdd dfsTdTft, dRdT dT dd 



E^r URd dTFdT f =n Rl'4'< 

(Tdd-fr/11) % dddTE 3fk RETT 
Rdfdd dfsTdRt, dRdT dT dd 

Rett RdRr, tRd dTddr, 
TdTRER (ddd-fT/12) % ddddd 
sfR Rett Rdfdd srRdTfT. 


■ ddd TT drf gddTd dFd dff f3TI || 


■ ddd TT did gddTd dFd dff fdl || 
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7 

f^TTOT RtoVIt, fffro TO# <jffTOT, 
RTf^PR (TOTO-ft/3) TO TOTOTOR 
toR ffroi ffrofroTO TOffroroft, 
TOffrorfiTOTO 

r ^ ^ r rv * 

TOTO#TOTO RTOTO TO TOTOST TO ft# fTOTOR TORT TOR fTOT #1 

8 

TiRcH-TO-ftro, tffro TOf^TOT 
TOTOTO,TOffTOT (TOTO-fl/14) TO 
totow tor ffror ffrofroro 
TOflrroft, TOfctTOT ft TOTO 


TOTO#TOTO RTOTO TO TOTO ST TO ft# RTOR TORT TOR RTF #1 


19. ffrori toto Trf^TT wifiT sirr f fg- toto RRroft tor^N trOto 4 Hi fa (rt#to$rr 

“TOrfftt”) ft t^ro Rrr# tot ffrhr ffror t wrff fro rr % w 42 fffqR tottor ft tor ftTOTTOf tot 
ff tftTO TOTTOTOTO, TO# TOTTOR, tffro TOftTOT TOT TOTOT flfilH TOTRTOT, RTf#R- if TOTOTffTO ffrr 

^TTT f TOR ffTORTOTO#f WT f#f#R TOffRRT f TOTSTOTO if TOTTOR f STOR f TOTOt TOR f | TOfft# if 

RhPtRr totor #:- 

(i) ft totowtot torto, 3fr TORfffroro, tor-rto tor frofTOTTOTO, torto tow 

(ii) ft TOR. toRrR, TOR TOTOTfTOTOW, (TOTTOR), TOTWTTOFft 

(iii) ft ftro wrfft, ffR wtotto (TO wffro sifro titro wr TOff^) 

(iv) ft ?RRT TO, TOTOR TOf%TO, TOTTOTO fTOTOTTOTO TOTTOR 
(V) ft f. TOTOTO JR, TOTOR Rf%R, TORTO ftTOTTOTO TOTTOR 

(vi) ft f.TOR.RfbR TOTOR Rf%R, TORTO fTOTOTTOTO TOTTOR 

(vii) ft TOlfe TOR, TOf%^, TOTO ff^fro STTWr 

(viii) Rft TORT TOTTOR, TOTTOffro, TORTO PHIr TOTOtTO-TOftTOTO 

TOffft TO WTO: 05 TOR 12 ffTOW, 2012 ft TOFft #3TO SHlflPld ft I TOfffct TO PlHPlf^d ffTORlftro 42 TOTO 
RR TOR TO fTOTOR ffTOT:- 


#ro rr TO^rft gin fftffro TOffro towr! ft Rft 


TOTO TO. 

rv ^ 



TOTOTTOR TOTO ft RTOTOTR 

TOTOTTOR-TOTO TOT TOTTO 

ffrorro 

1. 

c i f~N C *V *\ “\ ii 


08/11/08 

9ITTO TOTOFR TO TOTOTO TOR TO# TOTOlRTO 

tfroro tottototo, rt#Rt 

2. 



09/11/08 

.. .TOf RTffTT TOTO# 3RR ff : TOTOtRTO 

TOffro tottototo, rt#Rt 
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3. 



10/11/08 

dfcld 1 77 R'TI'H 77)777 % 

7f%7i 7P77, ■* 71 f5l d 7 

4. 



12/11/08 

7<dd <7T7 7% >1 <1 cd d 

7f%7i 71777, ^d iRld7 

5. 



13/11/08 

f[7 ddld 77 77^17 d <1 cdd 77 

7f%7i 71777, ^d iRld7 

6. 



15/11/08 

ddd 1 % % 7l%DJ7 77tr77 

7f%7T 71777, ■‘dlfddd 

7. 



16/11/08 

7T5 Rd % ^Tlf d 16 dM %t *1 d) cd 7 

7f%7i 7T777, ^d iRld7 

8. 



18/11/08 

d)7d 17 77 WIT ’J71 777 77)777 

7f%7i 7T777, ^d iRld7 

9. 



20/11/08 

5T7 %T 1J7STT 7T7f%77TT: 7 tied7 

7f%7i 7T777, ^d iRld7 

10. 



20/11/08 

)p777[ 7* <7 7^ H rl |: d d) cd d 

7f%7i 7T777, ^d iRld7 

11. 

“=%) % 77*f7 7 77%7T7 777T” 

7f%7T 7T777, HlRdd 

21/11/08 

12. 



22/11/08 

% 7T7 d^l WT7T ^dld o': d ft cd d 

7f%7i 7TT77, ^d iRld7 

13. 




ST7 7> IdTId 7> Id d, d0cdd TTTT %T 7 kT 

77^7 

7f%7i 7T777, ^d iRld7 

14. 




dfeid 1 7%7T RjTdd %t Id: 7T. d d) cd d 

f^TT” 

7f%7i 7TT77, ^d iRld7 

15. 




dldd 1 7 Id4) TPTTT %T %) 7%7, d7)cdd 
f) 7^)777” 

7f%7i 7T777, ^d iRld7 

16. 




77% f%7 77 W 7% 771717 f%77 

7f%7i 7T777, ^d iRld7 

17. 




f%777 %t did 77 77)777 ft'TT % 

777T7TT” 

7f%7T 7T777, ■‘dlfddd 

18. 

f%77 777 (Direct Appeal) 

7f%7T 7T777, HlRdd 


19. 

“S)7 77 f%777 f) TT7T 7T7 W : %f. 77)777 

7f%7T 7T777, HlRdd 

27/11/08 


“§T7 77 fWT ft tt^ TFT W : %T. 


tf%7 7T777, 


27/11/08 
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sr^rn - B - : RRtRi 



RRRT' 





“RTRRT ft RRfft | ft RRft |: f^RT” 



?W¥' 







“f RTR Rff IW RRTR1: 


“RffRTRR' 


“RffRT R^RT f%RRR ft W RT. 





(Direct Appeal) 





f%RT 3RTR RST R” 

“RffRT R fRR RTRRT ft RR 7- , 
RR^ft RRR” 

“tTT r! JJ Cf I I XTRTXf RX 77 TTT ■ _J I ,— 


Rf ^ffRT, 
Rf ^ffRT : 


“RTRRT ft RRR RRRft f RffRT RR ffRRR” Rf ^ffRT, 
RTR f^R R ^Rrt RTR RTR ft ’RTR RrRRR” Rf ^RT ; 


Rf ^ffRT : 
Rf ^RT ; 
Rf ^ffRI 
Rf ^RT ; 
Rf ^ffRI 
Rf ^ftfRI 


Rf ^RT ; 


“Rf^RT R RRRIR ft ftR RRRR gfff^TR” Rf ^RT 

‘Rf^RT RR fRRRR ftr RTRRR ft ^RRT ft Rf ^RT ; 
RR SRR: RT. f^RT” 


RR f%RRR” RffffRI 


ft.ft.RR. RTRTR, 


ft.ft.RR. RTRTR, 


ft.ft.RR. RTRRT, 


11/11/08 


15/11/08 


16/11/08 


17/11/08 


18/11/08 


18/11/08 


20/11/08 


21/11/08 


22/11/08 


24/11/08 


25/11/08 


26/11/08 


26/11/08 


27/11/08 


21/11/08 


25/11/08 


26/11/08 











I 
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38. 



25/11/08 

ffro ftro ffm ft tott ff. toTtot 

ffTO” 

TOTOR, TOTffro 

39. 



27/11/08 

ffm ft TOT TO TOT: "JT Pf f TOTOr f 

tttttt” 

TOTOR, TOTffTO: 

40. 

“ff. ff TO f TOTfr f ^TTOTO TOTTT TOft 

TO” 

TffT TffTO TTTR 

27/11/08 

41. 

“Tffro f TOTTT ft TTO: TOmT TT T^ft 

TOTT” 

Tffr Tffro TTTR 

26/11/08 

42. 

“TTTTTT TOJTO f tt fff?T” (Direct 
Appeal) 

tffr Tffro TTTR 

27/11/08 


tffp WWW*, TOT ^ffTO, TOTOR, tffp TffTO TOT ff 4141 DH TOTOT, RlPlTO f Tffr 42 TO -H4l/H•'sfl 
f TORT ft fffSTT TTO TO H Ri fd TTTT ffroff%T ffrffRt ft R#: 


(i) ffTTTTftT TT RETE EtT ff TPT T4NH wf f 08 HTOTO f 27 HTOTO, 2008 TT TOPTffr 
ft ft I 

(ii) 'H4NK TT# fRRTO° H<1cd4 ffTO % TTOT if ft piT ft #7 TEf TOT if EffTTT if ffwif 

Ef ffl TOT RnffTO f TOTTjf TOR 3fTT TOftf ffl RJ7T TT PfTT f^ft€ ft RTFt TOTOff f f%TT 
ff ffsTFPT EffT TOftT ft Eft ffl 

(iii) 15 TRTTO ft TOTOR if, 11 HTOTO ft TOf ^4T TTO 09 H 4 M T ft tffr TTETO if P^F ft 

f TOR RT ff?TR JPMT ffinf TOT 3fk p?JE TP? ft ffRE REp; TOTE: Rff ft I 

(iv) Rj^r TTT f fffr f- ‘fRTTT f f%TT ff.ETfcTT ffro ft ftT TOMf ‘TOkdH ft Tfff TO?’, 
TffTO f TOTOTT ft ffr TREE RfftflT’ -R ft. TOTETT ffTO TO TOR TEf f ffr RTlffr 
ffP[EP;fl 

(v) EETE Eft ^JE TT ftflfp f TOR f ffn ft RTTffT ffrr RTT fI TOTTTTO TOT f fff TO 
‘TTETE TOTTO’ TO ‘TOTOTE EfEE ftfel’, TO ‘TOTTO fpTO’ ffTO fTO TOI 

(vi) RET if froft ffroff TORff, TO TO% EffRTE TO TOf Tiff ffTO ETO TO ftp Rift fff f%TO- 
Tjff ft Tiff ft ft ff TTfTT TfTOTO % TOftl 

Tffff TO ffsr if TRET ft ff 42 ^ TO/TOT TOPTPTjf, P^F TOflE f ftp TOPR'ff (TO°TOtTTT ff TO) 

ft ETTRTOTO ft TOTOPffn TOR ft ff RffR f I Rfffffr TO TOEST TO if TOftE ff, TOTff TOE 

3TTOff f TOT if ffTOTOT EftT ft pft ffl ff^JT TOTT ff TOTOr f Eft TTEJTO ft TOR f TOTOT Erffff 

TO ffRR to Rfft ff ffffro ttttoe tot if ttoRto tot/tt ttoto ffroror TOftr frff f fp to 

ft ffTOPTT TffflTTT, ft ff TO TTfffT TOT fftTO TOTO ft Tf f, f TftT ffr ^Tf % f%TT TO^TO f 

trIr “Tift to TOffroffr f tot f ftro f ffr fffr ft ftftro (ff? to ^frotffr) f ffrof tot 
TO ft frt ft rto to ffffror”! 






[*FFT II-7sR5 3(iii) ] 
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20 . ^hIhPi ft i'-ifn ftftf ft fffsFR tr% ffw wr %mum Fpmrf i% m ft^rN’ 

HIHHI TRTI cK-^K, FTfR f PHl-M F7 7-HMH ff^F, 1961% RUU 89 % RT-ftFR (5) 
% sTsffr wrff ft fRriw 15 ^R^ft, 2013 ft rfttt uwjR frifw Rift ff^T f^mff ffRftffr st^tr 
f^t wft: 

“uw:, uR uRRfRu uRRuu 1951 R ukt 15 f uRw f ttmutu wttt wuu mu 
Rum wwt f wtumw Rufuu R R; #r 

uw:, wuw 22 -RRttRum wwtR ufuu RrftwuwmmuuRufuu if Rufuu wwt ut; um 

uw:, uR uRRfsMw uRRuu, 1951, R 774 /; f uRw Rufuu w uRw umRRuu 
sRstt R utR ^ R u^ Rufuu R Ruwt R wtRu Rm wrw-R^m uu utRtu mR R wrftw ^ Ru 
smuRut mR Rufuu 3 tRmR umt uuuw Rufuu f mu ft wR mu m uuu um wft Rut tR; 
3fk 

m:, RR uRRRm uRRuw, 1951 R urn 78 f uRw wmR $ Rtstt R utR f R u^ 
Rufuu f RRttr R Rum f 30 RR f stur umt 77 f wsRu mR umt tR uw RR R wft uR 
Rut Rufuu wfsRwR f w urfRu uR:, #t 

m:, urwuRwR 06 uuuR, 2009 R Rut Rufuu wfsRrR, uRut R mR mu RR urfRu 
m Ru R 3R 

uw:, u^ Rut wut f R 42 (uutRw) ^w wR/Rw R R 08fr 27 uumr, 2008 R um wwtum 
uRurww: WR mum, uf^Rur, utumt um fRw RRtt mum ft uwm Ru ft fRurf Rt R, 
RRi R uRw wR usr ft Rufuu Ruruw uRw uRu fR R; #r 

uw:, utRu umt uRw Ru ^u m wRR umt 42 ^u wwf/RRf R uRstt R uf; wk 

uw:, Rum wuf R wtw 3 fk mwR R wR u^R R uR mW R mum wuw wRR ww RRu 
m ufR f R R Ru/m R R wwtum R wt ft RRm wwtum uR ft Ruum uRw 7 R f R ‘Ru 
u[u’ R uRutwt R 3 twRt uR R Rmwt uuR |i- uuR; ‘RR Rf wuu ur R?Rrw R utRRRw ut 
wuRR fRuRR RRRut(R u ut uRRRw) RumRwRutu’; sR 

uw:, RwR 12 Rwmt, 2012 R R ^u m wRR R Rw f uRjm RuRsfM42 wRuw 
^fw uR/RR R wRR w RRw f mu wrtt Rum f; #r 

uw:, RR uRRfRw uRRuu, 1951 R um 78 W uRw Rut Rufuu uRuuR, RRttwmt 
sff urr Rufuu mu f wuw f# f uuuRw w wf[ urn uut R R ^u R ufR # uw Rwnrwf f 
urR mR ur umw mu R R.u.uRRuw, 1951 R ukt 78 f uRw Rut Rufuu uRRuR, RRtt 
f um utRtu Rt R.u. uRRuw, 1951 R ukt 77 f uRw Ru urr Rufuu mu f uuw RR ft 
uRRRw wgfRuTwur; um 
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m:, 3TW RiUd wr tfwTrR ftww, 1961 R RRw 89 R m-fitewfi) R 3rsfR RRRrd sjtRR 
tmwtiidgw wrw wwtR RffRwRmf fRzmRt fRfR zkt srRRrwwRfRR RiUd ^nrRspjRRR 
*iRid hhnk iwf RmrRRrfRwrrRf RfRrr&FTRfRmR/ 

3m%<*h t^R mR Rwfw^ sw R RR t/R/d w w*R sfrr fRfR zrwRf&w uRR R >wf 
fRwfw^r &nr R wRf ft vRRf RR twR R srwm t^R if wRf w fRRRR RffRw fRm wnr/ 

smR s777^v/<y-c i ^RwvRFRtRRd R ?w fRm^ ftt diRi> 3fkwRfRv #w/f 
Rt5TRwR20fRRfR3t^T3JTRRrR8Rw^TFTTdlRl>l 

wfR wt fRsrffRr srwfR R Rm t^R R srwm t$R f wt sjtRRt zttt wtRR 3jtR %fRw fin? fRrrr 
3jft1w R R<{di 3jR?r Rt RRrwi Rf i ttRw R 3 wwf Rf srwfR R /fr ^ f /frf fi fit wr fRRf 
TT^T/Rw mfRw Rw Rf RwFT WWT m fRiTFT L/Rb^ w fttt ^R *nR ^TRfRR far fap yRRfaw 
srfRRRm, 1951 RfmTrlOwRmffwfR^^fRwmRfmmdi^iii 

Rf.^.sRRfR^w, 1951 Rf mrr low;, 77 3ffc78 Rs^d mrR^fdd wn'didd fRww, 1961 
zftRRw86 dfr89 R fRm Rmr ft sjtRRt 3mRR, wfR wr Rm wt^R f Rf, RRr wrR-fRwRf 77 jR 
RfFRrRm, gwm 1 mrrRRf/wwwf w fRRmr, mR 77 mmRmwr fy 

'fm fRwfm 3 jtRR Rf Rfm R 3 tRR 15 d-M<0, 2013 RfmR fRm mr” 

21. STPmi f TIFT TTTff ffffr f R % 3iw T^TT 4TN f^iw 28 2013 

f%n f^nrrr t^fi t^t f% f^nr ^crr^/HFnff % sustr tt FTfer ^rrft f%n w «tt, ^ ^ Fff fRn w 

4TI W ^TTR R 7 R 3 R ar^frsr f%rn f% 7W5 wf ^TTT FTf% % Flfel % Htsi F 

’jof sfr? - T'FTft' ^PTR TTf%F H%l d^H , STHTFl ^TTT f^TRI 01 mR, 2013 tt^ TF W 

f^FTEf FFTT sfrr yr?ll>.dl RFfr R Rr 3TpfFr % f^TT# # F^ff gEFFI WFT ft ^rN' f 3TFFT ft SFJFft ft 
ft FfI ^T% SildP'+d, FWff ^TTI ^Tft TFEor WFTft ftfel f WJ f ff HPlf^d 3EJFTT TKffT 
smtfFt wt Ft: 

(i) FFlff f Ff ffn ff drtPM FRf if ^rN’ Tf ft TT^rff^ ST^TSTT fffNff TT ffTR, 

1961 f ff^TT 89 f FT ffTT (2) f 3T?ftT ft## ^TTI TT^T fffff TT 3TTSrrfel ft ft ff ftf ffr f 
Thrift Tf |: 

“(2) ffFT fffNr Slffruft ft ^ TFT I ff ffft T^ff f fffNr °TT ^7T f^ir FT 3lffffTT 
frr IT ffwf ^TTT STfffr ffff f uffTT T#f ff^TT W | Tf’ fft fffff f TTT FT T^ff f 

ffrfrT ^nr f ffff fk Frf ttt nffr TTFrff ft fffrrr snffr irfnr” 

idf+d FT-ffTT f flfl TfffT fff TTT flTT tt^ ’J^tfsiT t TTff drtPM TFlf f fTT T#f |l 
3Ff:, TTEirr TTTSTf frffr TFTT ftf3TR, 1961 f ffTR- 89 f ffrftcr |l 

(ii) drtPM TTTT f TTfk^TTITTf f TTTTff ftTTTTft wfff T^fffftft yff J-H fffff TT 
TTsrrffr ftff |i 

(iii) ffT ft W crttf f TTJT TFT TT TRPT ffl ft TTl%T TFT f TTT f ^t FFFTT TTT TF^ 
fft ft nfffT TFT f 4 Tf TTT ft TTTFT TTFT FTT sTTT f ftf TTT Tft ft Tf I 3TT TTfFT TTFI 
TTFfT ft Tf TT TTT 3TFFT ffrfiTT ft T/ft f Rr IT fffr f TTROI TJjff ftft TT ^ft f ft ff 
TTT'ff f fftT ^rffTF ftftl 
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(iv) Pm'nh ffff w wr*r ftr RRpft % ffffft ff fffd 3PR«ffftfff %jpft %ffp srmrf 
ft RR *r f g^TT RPTT RTfifT fR ^ ff"$H P# pftf % ft 4lff d ffqr RRT Rrf|TT f% % RR-ff 
3 t«rtr# Pi^T-ih sffwf pt ff dlff d 3PRff ft 4^4 ff %ffft strR ftF rtt ffiT rt| i f?^sr 
tt pfRR frffr 3?pfR ft rnw sfp- spjttpt f rstr gr Rrft ffR w ti 3 r : , rr ?jr gRR fffsr 
ft frff f 3 t^t pff fprn 

(v) r!r 3tpr R-f % f%TT Trf^f fg- ^r , P r pffff ft Pfrf f sttstr gr frfer Rift ffgT w, 
frffr ffft ffk t 7 " g|Nf f ffp % rr gg Tprfrr pft gRR ft ff pffff rtf gff rt 
ff m 4 ft gtRTjf gpft | str ffft ft rprt f fft ftf fff rtr ?jr ff gg sttstr Rff ft Rggft f i 
w sttstr gr frffr ft rtr srfft r f i 

22. wf gSRR gcgff f 22 pf, 2013 ft srpfR f WPT gg ffffSRT ffgg sftr RPt Rgf RTF RPt PR 
gfrpr 4 Rif ft ft gffgf PTR ftl fTT 3TPt f ffffSTR f WJ f gRF'4t RTF ^pT: aPJTtST gRP gr 

■pfpr I6^frrt, 20l3ft4iKf^^wfr3ttfR-ffftsprff 7 rri 

23. wf p & pr, 3fPfPr f ffrfR 19 gpni, 2013 f am pr rtf grgff f 3TPfPr f ffrfR 15 RRgft, 

2013 f frffr gg ffrfR 30 ^Pif, 2013 wrft^Ti rpsrr, gwff rtf stfrr f 

frffr gg fffR- RM STPfPT f 29 ^PTf, 2013 ft fP ffPT W ftRFf ff MPlffld fffR f: 

(i) gRFff ft PtffTF RF PR P 5- f%RR ffp ffrrT RTft ff-MI WT % ff WT fPT WPf f f%tr fTRTT 
^PRT -HIH HI fpp f Wfff frffP, f? ^3T qr TyffcT Pffff ft fffff PT ft 3TTSnffr f fp P ff STPfPT 
^pt ppf ffrr ptt hRumhi rh ^f si ff R+d pffff ft Rfrf ^ ^ff ft pff ffrrft ff frffr 

yi L d+df ^ff ft ff^Klfk pft f WTS'R f ?TTffp- «TTI ^ PTRTR ft WR | ff RmNH f 

ffpsft ft fR ft stt^rt f sr^rff f r?t ?prr gpf f, f fft qftffsrff fiRttfsk 
tRpTR ft ftwi f RRR ff dPd ft ^flfl ff f ffp fft RRrft tt^- ff f| 3?pfR f ^T 
wrsTR ft fffrffp f ffrr ft ff srprff f ffRR ft pf +Rdil str?^ |, fiffr Rft ffR w |i 

(ii) ^ fRP 3TTSTP- ffp RT frffr fRT W «TT, RRTRP RT Rftf (TT 3nf 3R 1969 tt^ ft 
1201 tt^.tttt. RFTTfWI RTR Wfffl RTR tt snf 3TR 1994 TTTfft 1733 RFRR RTP RTRT tt^.% . 
RPR f RRR RPTRR ^RT W ffftRR) ft, ft WRT f PR f cR cTR ffl + lf Rft f ^R RR ff 
fffsR 44NR RTf Rjffff RR Rft 4Rft RTT| 

(iii) ff dPlH 3TpfR ft fR-?ff R ffRR ff R, 3?pfR f fR ft f^rff ft ff frffr ffP Rjf 
Rf RfrF ft frffr Rft ffRT RTT r ^rffl 

(iv) frffr TT^ RRTi f Rft ffRR f3TT I 3TR Rr^RPTT 4^ STfsTT Rpft | ff SRTpft fffRRT f 
ftRTgR ftf +Rdl^ RftftR[T7l 

(V) dlR+l+df £RT -3R RRRR f ^ft f%R4 R- tt^ RTPTPR gRRlft ^ ft Pf ftl ff 
RTR ff d 14 H 3fpfR ^RT snt'fr ft RTt ft <p><p. ffftft fffff ft fRRR f ffR Rft ffgT RT 
RgRTI 4^ ft ff, tt^ f RffgT Rpffrf|R 4T ft P5RR f f|cr f |, sfr tt RRT f ffp f (TR gfr 
RPR wm R%R TTR 1985( 1) ttr ft ft 427 f R4T-ff STTftR) I 

(vi) P 3fff 3fP" 1 999 tt^ ft 252 ttpt.str. fsRRWRi RPR ft.TR. f^-spiT f RPRT f ST^TR, 
IfRPR f gR PRR ft ^RTT frft Rrf|T7 ff 44NP- T R f fp-^R 3RffR f sfp" rtTRR-RT 3RT 
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RRRT % R#R R PHl-M-S# if HP^ iPld f%TT Rif # # f# fRR R^ R#R % f#R r#tr ^FTlft 

RRTR ## #1# f% ifTfTTF g#R f#RT RRT RT ## f##f#R RTR# ER -HR Ml# re #r rr RR TTR 
#T R 9 TTRT Riff 'Jlldl RRTRT# RT RRTRR RTR RTR# % f#R R># RTR RT R# fll T# RT## % R# 
fR RT ##R RfR#f%R f%TT R# #n11| 

(vii) RR tjr % RRTRR % TRTR % f#TR R f#ff f%RTRR RT RTTT Rff RETT RT #TR RRRT f#TTT 
f##RR RfspR# % RR# f#RTRR R##Rfl 

(Viii) f# #f%RT R f#TTR# % RRST R f#RT pRRR Rf#fR##, R# TT#f % gRR f##RR 
R#RT## RRT R# TT#f % RRr r## # Rift f#r rtt f##ff % RTREfR #f #, #f # RRTRT# 
RR RRTR R# # T^T RT RfT R# ## R -HR N I O’ RT T#R RRTRR % ^R R RTRTI 8 ^R, 2010 # 
R#RR RT# f#RT RRT RT f#RR RR RR SRTR TETT ERT RT RTT f#RT Rf#f# R RRSTT # R# # f% R 
PHpM RRTRTTf RT RRT T#l fRR RTREfR, RR f##RR, f#RR RRR f#TTR RRFR fRT |, % RRR 
RR#R f#RT Rf## R R^ RT#R Rff f%RT f% ####R RRTRTT RT RE tjr % RR r RTRT RTRI 

(ix) RR RTRR f#RT RTRT | f# #R RT#R # RRR R#% % RRRT f#RT RTRT % f# RRT# RTTT 
RRTRTT f### % RRESTR R #f #R 7R# f#RT RRTI RfT f#ET# % f#RTR RTRT## % RRR #R 3# 
RTTpR RRTR RT f#RTT f%TT RT# % RTR RTRR f#T RTT(#| 

(X) 3TR:, Rf RT^R^RT^If^^ftRfRRTRTRRpTRTRTRRrT+P-llPRi ER ft RTRI 

24. RTR ff RTR, RRT# RTTT RRT RRR R^R -4I4M4 ft TRTpRT #T R RTpRT R. 6023/2013 

RTf%R #f Rf #, PRR RTR R#f##R 3Tf##TR, 1951 #- STITT 10R % R#R PMPh RT#R RTTT 
R^t RT# f#R rtt RT#RT # f#Sl RFRR1 % RTR-RTR RRT RT#R #f RR#R RT # # RR #1 

RT#R # RT##!# RT 29 RRTR, 2013 RT RER TRTRFTR % tt^ RTR?T RTTT #R RR# Rf Rf RIR R 
f#TfR 9 RRJRT, 2013 % RTRR RTTT f#RRT# ft R^I RIR if, R^r- trtRTRR RTTT f#TtR 28 ^R#, 
2016 % RTRR RTTT RTf%RT RT, RT#R RT RR fRRR % RTR f#TTTR fRRT RRT f% R RRT# RTTT 

3R#R R RR-st RTf%R tttt RTRRT#R RTRT# RT #% Rg# % ff f##T R# f%RT RRT |, # W RT% 9 T 
#f RRRTf#T Rft R RTRT f# #f f## R #R RTf #f 3TRfsT % #RT f##T # RfT f%RTR R RRRR^ R#% 
% f##T RR % f#Tr 3RR Rt RTfR RR R RT# RT ft^RTR RRT T|l 

25. ttr^ f#: Rrf#RT Tf. 3512/2011 TTSTT RlRR TR# RTTT # 21 Rsf, 2011 Rf RSR RRR R^R ’RTRTRR #f 

TRTpTRT #T % RRST RTf#TT # Rf f#TR #R Rf###R 3Tf##TR, 1951# STTTT 78 % RsffR RRT- 
RTf%R STTTT 77(1) RRT 77(2) % RsffR f#ff RTR# RTTT RRTR T# RTT #RfRR err #■ f%RT# # 
Rf#T R^pRT RRRT RRTRRT # R^T# % RRR RTR %, 3R#R % RfsiRTT-SfR Rf #R Rf###R 
3Tf##TR, 1951 # STTTT 10R % RsffR # Rf #1 ^T RTR# R 4 iP + IRdf Rf TT^ 3 Tr 1#T TT^R 
# Rf # f#RRT RRTR R^ f3R f% 3R#R % RRST RTR# % fRTR RPTRlfR# TR Rf I RTR R, 

TRIRERR RTTT R^ f##T f#RT RRT f% RTf%RTR# #R Rf###TR 3Tf##TR, 1951 # STTTT 10(R) % 
R#R f#RRI % RTR# RT ##T ## % f#R 3R#R % arfsTRR ^R # RRST R ^R f#T RTf#RT R RTTTT RTT 
Ut Rf RT#R R RRST RTTTT #T f#R RT R^R RTf#RT# RTTT f##T f#RT RTTTRTI 

26. RR RTPRTR, RTR# % RTRT RT f#RR R#T % RTRTR, 3R#R R 22 RRjRR 2013# ^RRlf % f#R 
RSTRT# # ^RT# RT f##T f#RTI RRR ^RRlf % R^RTR; R# RTR# R ^RRlf # RTTRRR R f#TT 3RJ#ST 
f#TT, Rff f%RTRRR# RTTT RTf%R #R#R RTf%RT R #f#R ff# Rfr R# rrtr # RTR# R ^RTRTR# % 
RRST f#RTTT#R #R # RTSTK RT 3R#R R RRST RTRRT## # RRFR R# # f#T ttr^ 3RRRR 4lpM 
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ffRTI RRRR RR-^ Rffff ft ffTtR 05 ffRRT, 2012 ft #RR f Rifled ft Rff RRRSiST rrtr f 
ffrT ipr: tt^ rtrrr RTffR ffrr Riff % Rff Rrft fftT rtt frffR rt Rf%R Rf ^rff fS rrtr rrr®st rtt 

Rf I RRTfR RR-^ Rffff f RRRRT ft TffrftSTT RRR f ffTT RRRT f%TT Rrf % fftT 'iff RTRRR RTf%R 
ffRTI RSRff R, RTR ft RTR, ffRTR 09 RR<^K, 2013 ff ftz TliRRI 4. 6023/2013 RR^r -dl4M4 
ft R^R fte f 37T%^T, £TTT R^R -4MM4 R RTRlR f RRST RTRRTftRT RT ftRT ft ffWRTff RT 

f%RT RT, ft RRtff %f fTr srftR R. 486/2013 dlHsM ftl RRR fe Rffr f.486/2013 f R^R 
-4MM4 f ffftRR fR RTTT tt^ RRffR RTRR fffRB 11 RR^RT 2013 RlffT ffRT RRT fRRR R^R 
-4MM4 ft tt^T SR ft ^R RTR ft HdRdl ft Rf ff R^ fe 4lRRI R.6023/2013 R RR-RTR f 
RsriT rt ffrfR f frr ffr srftR f RSRffff f rtr rtrtr ft ft w rtr ft rrrrri ff Rf ff f 
RI4H4 f RTRR ffRTR 11 R RRd j 2013 f RRfSTR f RRST R R^RMR RI4H4 RRR fl RR 

TR'ff f 22 RRR4 J , 201 3 ft fRf RTRR ff f ffTT RTRlR f RRST R^ 3TTRRR RTf%RT ffRTI RRRR 
sm RTRf f RTR-RTR RR f RRffR RTR RIRHl f ^fl4H f fflT ft RTRRR 4lPsM ffqTI RRfff 
TR-^R did If f JR RRT RRft RTRRTff, ft 12 ffRRT, 2012 ft ft ft, f Rif f RTRffr RTf%R ftl 
RRfff 22 RRIJRT, 2013 Riff RRRTf ft RlftR ft ft RTRtR f ffsffffR RRRTf f RTRRRR f fff ^ 

TTR RTRRR 4lRsM ffRT R|T ft? RftR R. 486/2013 R 3R RTRRR f ffRTR 11 RRSfRT, 2013 f 
RTf ?T f fRRR 7RSR RI4H4 f RT fR ft RTf%R Wf f fff ?r[R ff ft RTfRT ftl 

27. fRft SRR, ff + MdRdt f RR'ft f ff^ 3Rft ffRTRR f ?fR ff MdM f fR tt^ 3TT%RR ffRTR 
22 R'+dd J , 2013 RTf%R ffRTI ffwPTWT f RR'ff ft RSR RRT ft ffsOR RRT f Rf 2013 f 
ffRtRRT f WT ff f RfffffR RRR RT RTRRR ft Rjf%R ffRT RT| 3RfR f 3RR 18 RRR"S, 2013 ft 
SJRRTf RR ftl RSRff f RSR RRR f 25 SW, 2013 ft ffsifffR ffRTRft ft SRTR f Rif fR ^RRlf 
ft RlftR ^RffR RRf f ffrr 01 RRTRT, 2013 ft RR TT^ 3RRRR dlffn ffRTI RR, RTRlR f 
29 RRTRT, 2013 ft gRRTf ft Wft RlftR ffsifffR ftl RSRff f RR% RTTT Rlffd RR TR ft f. 
035006/2013, ft 29 RRfRR 2013 ft ft R5RRR RTRTRR f ^RRT# ffrr RTf f fffR ^fl44 ft RR 
ft, ft SRTR f Rf |R, TJRRTf ft RTRRffR RRf f ffR ^RRTR ft RTftw RRfR 29 RRTRT, 2013 ft 
ft 'JR: TTRT 3TTRRR RTf%R ffRTI RSRff RTTT RlffR ft Rf TTR TR" ft 14 RRSfRT, 2014 ft R^RRR 
RTRTRR RTTT R^ R^f fR fffR ^R f ffRRTR RR ffRT RRT ff RTRTR ft, R^ftR ?TRR RTR R°RRT f 
RTRf- (TT 3TTf 3RT 2014 TTR ft 310) f R5RRR -4MH4 f fffR RT STfR^R RRf fTT, TRR'ff RTTT 

RlffT ffTT RTT ffRfRR SRR f ff ft RRTRSRRT ft RRR RRR ft ?lfrF RRR f I 

28. RR, 3RRIRR 22 STR^RT 2013, 29 RW 2013, 8 ff-RRR 2014, 11 RW 2014, 2 RRRft 2015, 
12 RRRft 2015, 10 Rpf 2015, 9 ^RTf 2015, 15 ^RTf 2015, 27 ^RTf 2015, 16 ffRRT 

2015, 26 RTdd J 2015, 30 rrtrt 2015, 23 ffrFRR 2015, 21 RRRft 2016, 13 srfr 2016, 
26 Rf 2016, 08 3TRRR 2016, 24 rrrr 2016, 6 ffsFRT 2016, 21 rr^rt 2016, 28 rrtrt 

2016, 9 RRRft 2017 RRT 17 RTf 2017 ft RIRT RSTRlff f ffR ff^R TJRRTfRt RR I ff d ft I 

8 ffRTRT, 2014 ft RRRTR f ffr, RTRIR R fTRT RSTRlff f ffRTR RffRRRTRT f RTTR^f R 
RnPlf^d gf ffrff d ffrr: 
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i. Trrrffn RN'nh eft - if PhT-m rffn wf, tftt: tffr ttttt, nf 

Sffn, tffr ffn TTFT, TmT niffm cf«TT ft.ft.TT. FTTFT f TTTffT WTF f*T, 

TT flf ^4d ‘3PfN", ffnTT Tiff TFlff % ffflTT % ^ “TT RJT’Vff 4 Ndl’ f TP£T |? 

ii. TTI Tffr TTFTff TT mT ftT yffffffm 1951 ft SITTT 77 f nf f ftTT n ft 

nrff tttt n Frf RmIth tt^: ^tt tt nrff n Frf RhI-m Tfr ft tftt n fftfr miff 
n TTTTTff f FTTT/nfffT ffn w ti 

iii. TTT ff TTTTff f FTTT/TTfsrfT nT TFlff TFT nf%TT f%TT ttt ffffrT ^TT f% f nffr |? 

iv. TTI TFTff ffff nTT TnTffstT Tn ffff f TsftT ffTFFT mT TT IfW T# Tift f*TT nf%F 
T# if wm T^T |? 

V. TTI TT# f TFT ffff f STsfhT TTlfRlT ftff f 3TTT ffTTTT ^FT TT PTT nf%TT TF f fft 
3FTT7TTT f ffTT rffr TITT n ftRFT |? 

vi. wr Trrff ftr TffffffcT srffffnr, 1951 ft srm 77 m 78 f ttft Tffr srm lOTf srsftr 
TFT ffffTT 3TFTFT TTTT ffrffr Tlffl ffrr TTf TT TFff |l 

29. 26 Tf, 2016 ft TFlff f mf TTFI f ’JT5TTF5 TTTTT TTT f ffr 18 nW ft Tjft TF[T ft I 
TFT ffTF TF TT, nfFT f TFTT ff FT TTS# (TFlff Tffr) f % fm 4 f TTTT TTT fl 

ffwrwr f tfjtt ffn ff w Tirf f Trrfr if rff f tttftt Tiff i tttttf, Pif+d 
Tinfff WFT9^TTt2015, 15^TTf2015, 27 ^FTf 2015, 16 ffcFTT 2015, 26 TTTTT 2015, 
30 dnn 2015, 23 ffnrr 2015, 21 ddd-O 2016, 13 arfhr 2016, 26 T# 2016, 08 siw 
2016, 24 3FTFI 2016, T4T 6 RldH< 2016 ft fpff TSTTTff ft FT^Tff f 3lfirfff%cr ffrr Ttr 
Wfff fFff TSTTnff f TTffff ^TTT FT# ffTTTFjff TtflftSTT ft #1 

30. tftft ^ft TFiff ^ft ffttt ttt tyt fffr ff f ffr tt^ sirffr tttt ffrir 18 Tif, 2015 
TTffr ffTT TTT ff WT Tfffff#T STffffTT, 1951 ft STITT 10T f 3FFTT ffl+Md+df ^TTT 
dlRsH IflTMd TT TTSTTfr TFTTlft ffffr ffTT dlf dl, 1908 ft STITT 10 f ffTT ftf Tlf f ffr 
FTTTT | TTfff ffrfTT TTffTT f .26/2009 F^T -4NH4 f TTST fffr ft I ffffr ffTT dlfdl, 
1908 ft STTTT 10 f ffTT TFfFT TTTT Tf fffr ffTT TTT TT ff FTTST ft TTTT f T^ ffr RlHdl | 
ff T^ ffffT -4MH4 f fTTTffT ffffr TTT f ff TTf ffT | ff FT ffff 3FT fffff f TftT 
fTTTffr 3FT TTTT ft 4lfd#fl T^ TFJ T# ffTT TT TTTTI tt^ ffrfTT 4lRlTI T ft tt^ ffffr 

ttt fm | ff t ft ffr Tffffffrr srffffTT, 1951 ft sift iot f frfr TFfnft ft ffffr 
TFfnft titt tt tttt |i ttt ft, t^tIt ttt t^tpt ttft fftTTf t# sft f grrf if fffr, 
ffrf t^ srrftr ffn ttt tt ff f^t etttftt f ttst fffr RnRh 4iRti afrr ffr Tffffffrr 
STffffTT, 1951 ft SIFT 10T f TTT Tlfflft ff 'JT^ T[f TTTT TFfnffrt f TF Tiff ffft ft TFT) 
f ftf ft TTTfsfT TfffST ft TT f Tin; T# TTT-TTT TT TTcft fl TFlf f frf f nfFT f TT TTT 
ffn ff tt tett f ftftft, 1908 ft srm 10 rff TFjftft f sftrftr yRlRlffTT srffffTT, 1951 
ft srm 1 ot f strfr Tfnr TTfnffTt rff ftft tt Trfti TTfir f nf tftt f ftr ffmr f ffr; 
TTffnrrf f tttt tt ftr ffni 

31. ^T Tfnr, ffTTTTTTf f T^ T# tt^ T^TTTTT TFJT ffn ff F^fff WTH TTTTT ffriT 13 
srfr, 2016 f sit tffr tftf, ft.ft.TT. fttft, tffr rrrm ft n Tjffrt/tffr ttt tfjt tt 
ffn ni nrff f sFjftsr ffn ff Frf 24 sfft, 2016 ft gmf f ftt nrifr fttfst tott tttti 
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fff tft <ifdi^ f#FT f if T#f tttt rt f, i### t#r t?t ft Rt ffhi % ffsr if tttft if j Pi#i 
t^rr t# Rf# ttt #ft rjrft tttt tr ftr ft t#i sr;rr if ftwt ft fftsrr ff f 

TTTTT T^ FTTT RTT ff 3F-4M4H J pFfl RJRFT if TFT R# ffTT RTT TTI T^ TTTT RTT ff TTff T# 

#ft rjrr f ^ t-fi+K ffTT ff triSrh Trirt t# rft rjrr if tft ft ffrr rtt tt, fit 
TFT RjRFT ft FIT# if Tf%R ffrr f#R fff#T 3RRFT ft FT f#R RTT TTI TR#f TTTT f#TTF 
9 #fr, 2009 cf«n 13 ffr, 2016 ft ffr; rt sfr^h f ^ ft Rrf fftff w tt ffriT F#t 
fiT, Rff t# trt rjrr ft ^ fffr ffrr rtt ff Tpfrft ttt Tffrft sr;rr f ttf ir tft R#t 
ttf ft f#TT ^jf fit# ft tr#) ftr tr sr nr ffft if wr tr,r ttt fffsRT tr ir FRft 

TFT ff f TTTTT f##TF (fff#)/TffTTTT f FTFRT if #T f#R TR.RI 

32. cRT, tttFtt f#TTF 21 tfttt, 2016, 28 2016, 9 ftt# 2017 ttt 17 R# 2017 FTFRT 

WFrcf ft Tf tjri frt Tam# ir 17 r# 2017 ft tjrrTf f t-miR ftf it ’jf rr #rf%F 
TRfftFT#T f TRTTT W crff FT PiRsM RT-#sfF ft TR[T ffTT pH + 1 TSTFlff f RT 3FR TFT 

TTFR-TFR ft ffrr Wl 17 R#, 2017 ft T^TT# f ff RTFR if ftft WFT#f f ffFR FTffff T 
TFTl?ftff RTf TFT IT RF# f TT ft flPsIF RT # TT f#f%T *R if TT# ffr ftf TF^ftTFT FT f 
f#F Tot f 1 

33. f#FTTTFTf T TTT PiRsM TTT f'lfflT T^ftlFRf f ffRtft^T TTFRT TT T^TTT f^RT: 

(i) ffTRRTRf f ttf ffn ff TT ^3T Ttfff, f^Ffff “fr ^3f” ft fft if 42 TfftT N H Tff 
ft flT, TT Tliff H STPR tftTT f wff TTT PMMH TFTR % ftfwf f Tft ft I TTtt Tfftf ft 
ffftf f RSTK TT, TR-ff ft TFT TTTft fH%T Tift fflT W «TTI IT% 3RTRT, TRir Rtlft fH%T f 
ff TMd+dt f Ttf f ft TFfR Tff TT 3ffT 3fFfR ft fft Tlddlfl IFf ft ’jft TFT f I 

(ii) ffTRTTRf f Tf f%TT TT ff TFtff f 3FR TTR if T^ T^T ff FTF Tffffffn STffffTT, 
1951 ft srrrr 1 of f Tftr FTwftrt frr Tft ft Trfr f tt fffrrr rt rtt uffT tft f 
3FTTFRT iff ff| TRff f T^ ft T^T ff TT TTf ff^ TfF ffrfTT TTf%FT FT RTTFTT if fffr ft, 
ft ftF TffffffR STffffTT, 1951 ft STTTT 1 0F f TftT FTWffrf fstTlftT Tff f I ffFTTTFTf f, 
TFtff TTTT IFTTT RT TT^FT fff f ff^ Tf fftT ff Rtf Tlf f flT 59 f T^TtF ?TFT ITT T^FT 
TTFT ff. TTSTFFT ff^TTFF TTT FT (FTT^3TR 2014 T^ff 310) if FTFT RTTTTT TTTT 05 Fpf , 
2014 ft TTf ft fffrffTT FT ^^FT | ft Rf H T^T K |:- 

5P. /ft# ##W T7/fw # F7T#7# # 57fff # ^FTT # W gt7T7 /t?F f 

5p#F sjmm f f7#/f wm3rf$wr-3w #ft#|; wt3jrtw*f?r$ 

3TWW FIT #?t WrMrr /# 577 # ^ 7 /^ FTT 3#^F7T-#T ##W RT#" #, 

Tf7#T FF# # TW ##W TT F7#7f FI# tFR# 577FFT TT7F T# FW/ 
ft#"-?/®## g/7T7 //?F#srg#T-?//#F7"T#FF7#|# /ffW3/7#tffWW# 

F" ##W # 3/V7FT T#' FT TFcTI/ g/777 /0F # FW /##T7 f FT ^7#T # F7cT 
FM I - /## /f#W 3T#F R# FT TFT7 r |/ FT# #f#FT ## /##T7 WZ&T 
Rc/f^ri 537T- FF fwi I77#F FI# # WW #f f /#F 3/7# f^TT WT ^RkJT # #T 
## #FW7 W F" #TT # T WT3tRRvH sTTTFF F# 5##/cT #7# # #/ 

3/F-, /f#W#^FTT^FR-R7T7F# 5T77/fF7TT# R# F7T#/###7 WTftwl 
# ### TT7" g/7T7 //?F f 3T#F F7#cT /#F 3/7# F7# /### 5/7f?7 # ### 7# 

TT# # /#T # #T F# 37F?T F#F f&TT RT7" F7^F /f FF f?# # TTITT /##T 

T#'#/ 
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(iii) f$l 7 Md 7 df % 7 # f#TT 7 T ff 7 r 7 #f f ffHd^f* 7 #T 7 T ff ^fff 1 # 7 T 77 7 # 2008 f 

ffdTTd % ##ST #1 f# 7 mT 77 T#t frffr 7 # 2013 if #77 W 7 T, 377 : #7 dRRf #77 STfsrf^TR-, 
1951 ft srm 1 07 % srsFhr mrf ffr^ 7 T# 7 T#t fsrmfft 7 #f |i #T 7 T 7777 T f w 7 # f ffr^ 
7777 ffm ff #t 7 TfffffsnTT 1951 ft srm 107 f 7 #t 7 7 T# 7 T#f mft m# m ft# 

Tfffsr 7 ft |, 77 ff rmrff 7 m# Rhhti^i ddfflR 777 # i 

(iv) f^i+Md+dt 7 7# ffnff #t7 dRRffm srffffrR-, 1951 ft srm 107 f 7sft7 mwffri 

f##s mr % RRh Tfff ft | f# ittt ff#7 w->m frr mr 7777 ttr- ttst7tt 7 ff^M+< 7 tt 
smr (i'lf+d) # 75777 mnirmr f f#f7 ft str 7 m# fir wTTfsrrrTr ft 77T77T f ttsitt m 

ffnmii, fmff fo867ffsrfffrffm w|, ft Rhi#hh im[7|:- 

86. t##w, g/zm/07#3r#T#77#m#t77# ##/#w # gmr /i’J # Rpfw 

3jFt wRr wz 3jrwzw # /## s# 3/## # f? ## tttt |y s/zm /07#3r#f'77# 

# # m# wTfft mw-effw tz $w #w /##w m w Rm 57##/ m# wm w R 

777##w#/# srmm = 77 # 3z#z 777#/#7 ## # # 7# #### 

# fy f7# 7^" 4#/ j//V ft 7/c// # c# dW/ #/##7 wR Rdl R STKT 77( 1) c777 

(3) # mw-mw mrr 78 # ww-ti ### pmi j^w twst # Rdfdd tt# m# 

# 7#5/7 # mi# f- /# # /##w m 77 iif ??*# fwr ^RRrt ^R 
frf^wwTTT^f&T$-ozr 7 r 3 rfi)R-t/H f zrtfR Rwfftxr rffm f 5 #m ff /f 
f## RjiRiR #^37# snrr78 # 

377777 377 «7777 /i’J f srtfR fMf ^7 57777 77 7?7 WT f 77 77^7 7777 

77c7 777# # W-#7 # 7#/# Rwfw^T mRFFT # 7^# /fw-77tf f 
S#c77 # #77 /# 3r&R?m f 777 VI f 7B777-/ # #77 7/#/#77 f 5TS777 K 7 

/#/#r Rm mr ft j^ruffR f #/#7 tt; 77771#77 /f 7777 7 ( 2 ^ # 

57#7 77# 77T#7 RRw VfR # 7# f?7/#7T 7W VV/^d/R f 

77777/#77 77 fRgfd R 7777T 77" # 77^" |#77 #7 7f #7 7777 ^7W # /f 
R<tfdl 77 ‘77f?7, 7/Q ftf 7777 WWTR RRtT f 77# /f7 77# 7777" 7777 ft# 

7//$ ft" 7#577 77 7777 /f# 77# f 7?777 7777 /(^T - f TT## d/Rd R" 77# # 

777 #/#7/77 77# 77# T - ^# f/#7 7777 7 7 f 7#7 77# #7 77777 777^7" |" 

/#7# 7777 5#^c7 57^7# Rdfdd sjpjR f 7757 W## 77 r 7# /# /#7#77 77 

77## /#77 7777 #5# fRfi 7777 f #7 ?77 77 W 7#f # /#777 /#77 7777 
777##/ 77 R WRW 3TWRf SITU 11 77 777#7 77#|# s# 5777#/#77W 77 7#7777 
7777# # 7577 7ft’ #t ft - # 777# W 5##/#W # 7777# 7/?7 7# 77 # 77#7 
/#7f77 777#7 7777 77/#7/## # 7777 # 77#?7 # 7777^777 77 7?7 ^77# #/## 
#/#777#7#5#75i’ 717225 #7?#7 ##77/#^ 77777 ?7#7 77738717 

(V) 1#l+Md+dt # 7f f#7T 7T ff TTlff # TfffffST ffqT 7T ff fff ^7T ITR# f f#7T Rdf-Id 
3TfsT7Tft, 7f#7T # ftf nffpT f#f# 7Tf%7 7ft ft ft 7### mif RsIHIT #T7 nffffffm 3lfff#mr, 
1951 ft srm 1 07 f srffr ftf ddfdifl ^ 7ft ft m mrft fi ffi+Md+df # m nfffffrsr f 

ffTg 7777 ffTT 7 T ff ftf ft # 3 T 7 #t ffftf f f 77 7 # 7^7 ffTT 7 T ff # 7 T mT #77 7 T #7 f 
7 Tf %7 Tff ffTT 7 T 77 T 7 #tf 3 Tf# 7 ff 7 77 r?T#f f # 7 # # ffft 77 R ft 717 Tff ft ft I 7 # ft ff 
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BfSTT^f^T HIHHI 3T?ffR 9FP" 7RT ^|U| ddTd TTTSTRRr fV^MdW. T# RR (37TT) % 7TT#T if #T 70 if 
3—TcTR RMMd WTTT R# ft f^ftcT f#TT ^T RTT t # f^RT^TR TF^BT f:- 

70. Rif-a wt wwm iRa> RtRw it fti R mi, fit Rwfww wt mrrmr miw 

Rif-a stwit, mm Rif-a stwRRit jrrr# Rftm/ w$ w^wt wrwvdw f fR R 
w^Rt dffffR iwfiTw 3ru/RtR' gm fRRt ttwtt # srfmr wt vRifia/ it Rmr 
ftR Rt WFTWTft Rifii WTdtWWt Rt WW9d Rt Rt f?TW Rif a wfitwrff, 3Z8TT 
nfffi 3jrR fit Rftm wififw Rdf-id sjRtd %■ RRwmsftw Rita wuR 7" dfm 
R wmr m it wrw wit w wt tR Rft wwRrd, Rifa-ftwR iRa sTwtwfiwfm it 
wwi wiR 3r^rfRft 5777 Rt df srRmrwt R fR zmmrf&r mfRm Rt muR R 
3jr mi R Ran vR srwRfRwrw mnmsr samrRt mrm R Rwfmr Rt dfRdr 

WT fWTdtd ddRpT3rwRt R WTWVd R ?7W # ##7“ wRwTR R TTWWT R/ Rl>, 

dff Rtf mffR fRm 88 R smftr Rftsrw wwR fRRt wmRfgm Rita Rt dfRdr 
it Rdwt R rR f dddtd dd wrmTd wmt it wm Rwt R Rt dff mfirw mfR d^ 

dmRfRRfRdf dd fRr <pmftd wfRwwwR Rmwi Rif a mrRRRRRad 

it dddd dff fRdT ddT m, Wt mR 7777 dR Rdfdd WTdtd Rt dTdddft if WtR dd R7 
dffiddr Rtdr #7 mu low R md wfRw Rm 87 sfrr 88 R smfw tRr wfirwR 
ddTd wRt dd dRt dmf dff R fR ddR dTd RtWTdW WdR dd WdTZ RtdT,! dTd Rt, 

dm low R 3fdRd Rt df dfd Rt dfRdr R Rdfdd mm ddrwfRw dm R RdRr 
fRRrn R m^dd mRw rnffd dmt R Rrrr Rdfdd wdtd Rt dm ddR fR ddfRw 
mRr Rt Rtdddd Rt dwrfRd dmt R Rrrr wtw drmft R dTd gwr ddm ft wdfRt 

dRtmRf R RdTd dfRd dddRd dd d^-dR R Rtddddf dd dRf 3ddK dR i, dRtddd 
dft fRdT dT ddm #7 

(vi) f^i+Md+dl %■ ^ f^TT f% dmRf d fRdT f fR fRmi # vR di writ m 

4?ki+iHt^i sff fRR f41+ki dff m ttwti ^ Rt fR fRmi tf mR RmR trtwt R mrfRd srr 

WT 3T7^fsR d^TTT fRdT W «TTI f^l+Md+dl H' RT yRR-Tlsr R fRm ~dFT Tnff fRd RfdR ^T^TT ddTd 
gg^Rgw (ddrim 1977 ggrtt 2155) R mwR wt mr^mr fRdT «tt fRm wrr srF^f^rd- f%^rr 
w «tt f% fRwrdd 37pmr RfRmd R mrRRd 136(1) R <%R R Rfwr tt^ r m i [srtr % afrr r#pt 
r dmfRr TTTdd srfsrf^nr, 1872 % f^nr sn^mr % ttrst ^t^- RT^t =b14=11Q41' TTRnjTff ftftfi 

(Vii) f^l+Md+dt f^TT «TT f% TTW# d^ N17 ^ ^ fTT % dft R TRRT 

fRdT f 3Tf^, fRRd %RT RT WTd WT f%^T «TT 1% STf^Rf^Tf TRHK Wdt R TRTS'R R f^HT RR ’T^t 
wt RfRww wfr fRdr w «tti dR rp fR "r R\ % wf R Rf srF^Rf^d- wr^ptf % Rwk 

df f fdRT «TT RT dTd ft TtW R\ di Rt fR TTTTSTdt R RdR R TRT# dT RT# dd R RR 

d?TdTd dT ff fRdT W «TTI dTd ft, TTTSft, Tif^T TN^d WT TRT# R 757 R ddftdd fTT R, R #| + Nd+dt 
R WfdRdT WTTT # df Trf#T#STT if TRfWK fRdT «TT 1% 7TRTR7 Wdt # dWTm T RT d\ 

(Viii) #l+Md+df ir TT^ f#TT «TT f% TTfTRTT-RT #ff#ff WTTT WT R f%?RHT dff f#TT WT 

trrt f wff% R f#fr 'Rf m d dd R WTTT dRfRd ^ff fl WTd ft, f#T SdfRdR R RT R# f #7 f R 
Rfft Rt wrdTd R mwR mrftdd Rff rti fr## wwww Rt wf # w#r wm % #r wrdTd R 
7 FTST wRt Rt ddftdd Rff fTT R\ wf WT TT%ff # f#ff dW TT # dff wRt Rt ddT Rf RpqRT dd- 

RT# dff f#TT ddT «TTI 
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34. 


(ix) Rl4.Md4d? % 4f ff4T 4T ff =Rl+d< 4ff4T, ft 454ft % W if 4Tft '4, 4 f9t444444f % 
TRFI £TTT ft 44 VI Rf H <0 STT if 4TSft f 414-414 f STRlff % 444T ft 4#f ff4T 4T 4444 44T 
44 % 44T 44 ff4T 4TI 

(X) Rl+Md+d? 4 4f f44T 4T ff 44t4 9t44 TT4 4444 f 4444 if 3TT4I4 f 3444 ft 44tft if 
ff^ft 4^4 E4T4I44 44 ff44 45?4T4 4T44 if 4Tnj 4#f ft4T | 44?ff 4f 4^444 MMMd 4TTI 
arfirftfftfl 4ft ff4T 44T |l ffft 4^4 MMMd 4 14 4T44 if VPRff ft 4Tff 4454 44T4t flffl 
44 34414 tpr 3Tfwf%4 44 f44T 4T ff 44 R4 f 4lf 4 4T444ft Tjf 444f4 4 44^4 f44T4T4 ft 

f%T44T ff4 f%4T 4Tff ff4T 444 4TI 4^ 4f4T4 4T44 if, 4#4 ff4T4T 34414 4TTT fd J fdd ff4T 
444 4TI 4T4 ft, 4449T 4T44 f 4T44 if 44TfT4T4 454 MMMd ft ftft44 ff 4 ffd?4d 34414 f 

3444 ft 4F4 4^<MI 4T ft 344 3-4d4 MMMd 4TTI ft 4F4 4^<MI 444 4TI 44 4T^, 4449T 4T44 
f 4T44 f ffsrifrl ffff 44 4TS444ft 4444 ft4TI 

(Xi) Rl4Md4.d? 4 4f f44T 4T ff 4lff4 if 44lff ft 20 ffff ft 444T4ff f 3T4T 4454 44T4 44 
3T44R f%4T 444 4T ft 4f ff4t4ff 44 44444 ff44, 1961 f ff44 89(6) f 3lft4 3R94 f%4T 4T4T 
4 iff (I 4f^, 44ft ft#4444 ft 44T4444ft 4 fife? ft ff44-4^ 44444 44f%4TI 

(Xii) ff444444f 4 4f ff4T 4T ff fddNHI f 4t44 R4 4T srtR ff4T f 3lff444 ft 4f4T4 
4T44 4 4ff 44T4T 4T 4444 f 44fff 44 444 41.4.3T. ft STT4 11 f 3T?ft4 44T4T 4T 444TT f I 

(Xiii) Rl4.Md4.df 4 4f f%4T 4T ff 444ff 4 3T9f?4 9T44 44 4^T4 f 4T44 4 344 4444 ff4T 4T 
ff ffff 454 >414144 4 ftf.STR. f ff44 89(5) f 3Tsft4 4tf4 ft 3lffcj Rd 44 ff4T 4TI 4^t 44 
ft 454 ft 4 flffr ft 4S4 444 454 MMMd f 444 ^Hlfl ft sffr 414 4, 4^444 MMMd f 444 

ft 455^ fe dlRdd 4Tft4 44 ft 4f ftl 44ff4, Rd?4d 34414 4TTT 1444 4lf>4 4 ftf fff 4ft |l 
3T9Tt4 9T44 4T4 4^44 44 444 fff4 4f4T4 4T44 f 4Wf 4T 4PJ4ft ft4T |l 

(Xiv) Rl+Md+d? f 44444 4TTT VIRtM<0STT if 444? f 44 4 f%%T4 ^ ftfmffff f 4 r 
Rl4Md+dT f 4f ffn 4T ff 444 spiff Rl4Md f 4T4 444 444lfff f 44f4 4 444-44 ff4T |l 
44f 44P4R44f ft ^4 4ffff f 4T4 fliPdRdi ft 4lf%4 ft fl 4T4 ft, 444 44^4 ff4T ff ^4 
4ffff 4 ’jff ffrr 4Tf f 49414 flil'dfdff 4T 449? f%%T4 ffrr 4 Tt f| 

(XV) W 4T4 4 T ff 44T 44T4R 44 4 44 ^TfrF f 4T4 ft 41441 31494 ftft 4TffT5 ft 44 ft 
44lf9t4 444T 4T^f f, Rl+Md+d? 4 4f ff4T 4T ff 44T4 44T4F 44 4 4r4ff f 4T4 44 44^4 ff4T 
f 3fk 4f 4T44T ff 44 T 4 TT 44 44 ^4 f 4T 4ff, 4444 fff4 34414 4TTT ff4T 44f4TI 


(XVi) 44T4TT 44T 4TTI f^R?A+. 44T9R f 4T44 4T, Rp4T4444? 4 4f ff4T 4T ff 4^ ^4 cM 4 
3T4444 f ff 44T4TT Wf 4TTI f^/srfRr/RdNd 44T4 3T¥4ff ft, 44f fddNH 44 4 44ft 
fl+Rddl f 444 4, 1J44T U+Rd 444 f 494T4,^-^I 4 44lf9t4 ffrr 4TT f | 


(XVii) 44§44 4fffffTsff f f444, Rl4Md4.d? 4 4Tf4T ft ff TR'ff 4T.4. 3rffff44, 1951 ft STKI 
104 f 4?ft4 ft4 44? f fftT ffff|4 frffr ffrr 4Tf 44 4T4 f I 

454ff 4 3144 fff%4 44T 4lf%4 VR^ft444f 4 IdMRlff d ^44? 44 4^44 ff4T f 

(i) 454 ft 4 4f ff4T 4T ff 44 4Tft ff4T 444 4454 44T4I 4tff4 RlHplff d 4lf 444 444T |> 
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f. #t fffFff % nRuim ft ftwi f ff Fff f f?ftf ft# #ft fft f ft 08 Rfh<, 2008 
ft frffF #ft fft fti 

f. ft wr 4 f ^5f Ff4R f ftsttf ^ ft# ffFT fft ft fft Rf# 15 Fdd'O, 2013ft frffr 
ft# F#r 4 Fff ftf# ftft f#T ft rff 4 ftfff t# f#FTF Fff ffFT wi 2003(1) 
TFrftTFrf 180, f ^ ft Ffffffrffcr ffir fft# ffF# frf#T Rft frf-FF# ft# #ft ftft 
| ft ^ ffff 4 ffl+if Fff fi 

(ii) ftf# f f# ffrr ft ff fri fft# frf#T 4ff 4f Fffff f fsff f ftstr ft ^jft f#FT 

W FT ft ff ffft FTSF FT 3TTSrrffr Fff FT FFT FFF Frffff FT FFF “ttf 45FT” FTF FT ft F^r 
FF f#F, TRFFF RTFTFF f f4#F FFFT: TT3F#FT 1952FFrff16 Ff (1997)71^4141622 f 
FT#tF f ffff f FFTF#fF |l 

(iii) FTF# f FFF Ff4f#Ftff f 42 RdlRd -H4NK F# f FFTFF 4 FFF f#FT | FFT FRF FFT# 
frf#T f FFF FFFT Iff FF# FTFT FFJF RdRld F4 ffff f FfFTF f I 

(iv) TFF'ff F Ff ffFT FT ff fff FcF#f FTFT F# 2013-2014 f 31141 Rid RdRld 4 F^ FK f#T 
FT### FFT#F FFFT #FT FFT | FfRtF FFF FT### FF#F #FF TF## F^ Fft #FT FT 
FFFT Fffff ft.F. 3TffffFF, 1951 ft FFT 10F f F#tF ##F FFF f ftf FFFT# Fft ft FF 
ffl 

(V) FFTffFFf #FTFT# IF FTF# 4Rj-dPlRld f#l#F FTFFTF FT^ ft# f: 

F. 3TRR44 ftSFFT 123 W FTFTF ft F#FTf# FF#t f FFT FF-STTFT (6) STTFT 77 # 

FFFFF f FT f FFFF FT FTfffF FF F FF F FFTFT |l FTF ft, fffNrff FT FFTFF f#FF, 
1961 f #FF 89 f FTF F#F 3#rf#FF ft STFT 146 4 FTF FF ft #%> FT FFFST f#FT FFT f 
RFFf FTFTF ft, FTF Ff FFF, STFT 4 #FF Fftf 4 I4 Rh FffFT 4ffFT, 1908 f FTFFTFf 
FT FfFRF FFT f I FF FFF, ftF dRRf#F 3##fFF, 1951 ft STFT 10F f FftF FPJ# FTF 
ft FT# FI#'(1 

W. FFT 10F f FftF, RdtFH FTFTF RdtFH FF FT fWT 4lf^^l FF 4 FFFF ftf f 
fftT ffft Rff ft FT FRRFff 4 Rfffd frffF FF FFFT f FF RTFT FFTSTTF ft FTTT ff 
Rff ftF FfffffsRF FffffFF, 1951 FFT FT FFf F?ftF FFT4RTF FFF f ffFT 3TF fff 4 
RdfFH FF FT fw FTffF FF 4 FFFF F^T fl FFf FffftFF, IFF F^T FFT f ff F'R'ff 
STffffFF ft STFT 77 f FsftF RdRlH f 4fF 4 FFf FT FFf Rdf^d Tt4e FTFT FFFF FT 
^TfffF Fft FF FT ttf FFF fF Fft fw FfFTI 

3 if d-d Fft FTFSTRT FFT RffNrff FT 4FFTF ffFF, 1961 f ffFF 86 4 89 f 4^FF FFF 4 
RnPiff d ftfffr 4rff f:- 

F. TFff, fffFF arffgFFT ft dlf'd 4 4 fF fRfTF ft FTWT ft FfFF FF fFFTFF 

FFff f FfTF FFf FT FFf tRR FTFT RTFF Rdf^d FF FT fWT T^f f fftT 5|T£F f I 

W. ffft FFR FT FF, ft FRff FT FFf TTfz FTFT FFFF Fff ffFT FFT f FT FWff FT 

FFf TTfF FTFT FTfffF Fff ffFT FFT f, FT ftf 4WT 7^4 f 4fF 4 ft.F. 3Tf4f4FF, 1951 f 
FftF ftf FTFFTF Fff f I 

(Vi) FFTff F Ff RFT FT ff RtFTFFFFf FTFT FTf%F 'jff ffFTFF ft ftf-ftf FFF F^ F^ Ff Fff 
ffFFT f ff FFTff FT FT# TJ^e ifT FFf FlfsTFR f FftF ffft Rff FTFT ffFTF-FFF 42 
TTFTFTF Fff f FFTFF f iff f?? 'ff ^FFTF #FT FTI FTFlF FTFT f# ffr ^TF f FTFJF 
ffFTFFFFf FTFT IF FTF FT TfFT tt^t FTFF ff Fff FF^F ffFT FFT FT ft F^ F^T# # FFF 
FFTFTF FF TPF'ff f FTf4FR f FftF FFTRtF ft Ff ffl IF FFR, FFf FTFT FTFF ffFTFF 
FTSnrftF, FR5 f FFT FfffftF ffF ft4 f#t f I 
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(vii) RTRff % Rf ffRT RT ff 44141-! Wf ft ftT % ft Tf$T RE’JE (tftE ETTET) ttr ft gt?T ?rqf 
(tffE STFT^I) ft ft EPE ft ET ft TTT TREE TRTR ^ % err jppp- RRT % retre % Rff 

ffft w f set f wf f ert ffRT ti fifr-Tffqt ft ere! f if ffffRR ft Rf f, ft etse 
f tre ffi+if Eft |i 

(viii) RTRfT R Rf ffn RT ff SHTtE RET TTR WET RETE ETSTE TTR ff*fME< ER 3T^r (TTTT) % 
ETEf f R^ sffffSrfffcT ffRT ERT RT ff ffE SO-Rff f ff^ sffffRE, 1951 ft Sim 1 OE f 
srsftR ere RETft et^e wff ffRT etet f, Tf Tjf Erf et ’jti steer ffn etet f ret 
ffwETwr ft ffn ere f ypiRiri etet fff Ieeet srpq-ff rot fffNp trr et fw rt^r 

Rff ffRT ERT RTI RfETE ETEE f, ffETREEEf ffETRE ET STRET fER TR f SHEER Rf I 

(ix) RTRff f Tlf ffRT ET ff SHTtE EEE TTR RoRER RETE ETSTE ETR ff^TEET ER 3ER (ERT) if E^ 
sffffsrfffE ffRT RET ET ff fff ff SITE EET ET ETEETH EEFR rftf RT RE ET ^RU< fEETEE 
SRETE ft ETERI# tffE STTSTR" RT STR^R RRrff 41 If'' Pl4EI RR E?T | ff R^d4 ^RTRTRR 
W RTR f Rff RRR RT ff RRRTRff RRER ftf f RS-RTR RffffRR, 1951 ft SITR 10Ef srsftR 
ftf SERE RTfiR E# ffRT RT EEETI RfETE ETEE f, fRRTRT-TFR ff ETETEfsT Rf 

2013 f EEFR #RTEET RTR ft REE EERIE, fETEET# RRT ETEEIEE EETEH f STTSTR" RT tpr; 
fRRtffR ft EET RTI EE RETT, E5REE ^RTRTRR f EF§EE %RR f E#ER ETE RffffffrR 
sffffEE, 1951 ft SITR 1OE f srftE RTRff f ffEE 3TTEE RTtfcT Rff ffRT RT EERTI 

(X) RTRff f Rf ffRT RT ff E# RE EHMdlsf f EEPETffEE f R)<#d RT ff ST %, EE f^ETERE# 

f RST if Rff REJ ffRT RT EERT Slff^, Rf fERTR ERR RTTR E EEf f%RTE RTfRT ff ETER if 
ERRTsr EEERRTf ^E RTR ET ffE fft f ff ffETRRERf R R ft EffEEE ffRT | 'ff R ft 
EElffR ffRT | ff oRR EElff RT EEf Erf%ER f R?ftR ff^ RTT f | 

(Xi) EElff R Rf ffRT RT ff SHITE ?TET ETR Ro^pR (ERT) f ETEE E RTRRR- -4I4H4 RTTT fffR 

ffTT RTf f ETRTR snflE R REE ERE if ff%ET ET ttr; Rrf?T ElffR ffRT RT^ RTR if ffrft 
R^R TTRTER R, ETTE^ff StETfsfETT ET RElE ETR fP, snflR f SufsT ft EE SEEK rt strttt 
ET ffRT ff ft °RR RRTEffR EE % ^nffn Rff ffRT RRT f, ft Rff STHTE ?TET TTR RTRFI f 
PldT4H ^RR if ^TlffTT ffRT RTp 3frr R^ ^ff ft ffffR REft ffET f ffRT ft ft RE ERT f 
STffffRE, 1951 ft STTTT 10E EftRftf STTfEElfflRff ffRTRTEERTI RTRff f R^ ft RT^R 
ffRT | ff slffffRE, 1951 ft STTTT 10E E ffffR Eft RTRSTTRf f E^ET ETR E R^ 1 jfRRT 
TEE: fr ETRT | ff Idd I4H °RR, ffff f E?ftR ffffR srffERE ftET E SfffE Rff ftf 4 iff '' ft 
ff ffff ET SRR fl RfER ETEf f^RR, ffft ft RTf f, SRR ft ffffR TffETfsrflE Rff fSITf | 

(Xii) ETRff R Rf ffRT RT ff ftf ft R SRETE RTTT ERRTf Rf ftETf f ERf E SElft EPR E TEE ^E f 
ETRT ff ETRff RTTT Pldt44 °RE Rf%R EERT if ET^R fflT pr t f | 

(Xiii) EERff RTTT RT^R PI-rTeH ^RR f E%E IRTft ETEE f ET RTRff R Rf ffRT RT ff ft ft °RE 
Wf if STEER ffwrr RTf ETffp R ft ERE ft ETRE ET ffp rtt 11 

(Xiv) TRR ETER E fft f EE ET ^TEElE Erf f ERE E RTRff f Rf ffRT RT ff TER 3RRTH f 
srfstETffff f ETR ffft-ERR f ftf E^R RET f ffE 3TEf ER ET Eft ft RTRETE Eft ffRT RTI 

(XV) RRT 44140 EET f TEf RRTR E SRRR ft EE RTJR fflT f, ^E f%RR ET RTRff f Rf ffRT 
RT ff RR EE ffft 3TTTTR E ERT ETRT f sftr TEf ffft ft 44140. EE ET Eft ft SRjffE RETR 
ET TERTR Rff ffETI 

(xvi) EE ffRR ET ff Tf SlffEfRE 4414 0 EEf/ffETERf/E’f’ET fPET SRlf f Rif E TJRRT/ETRETft 
ER RER ff, Trfff EfT ff fff TEf EffEffE 44140 ERT f ffE ffft TTEE ET ^ERTR Rff 
ffRT RT EEffE TEE ERST E RTRETft ftf ET RS'R ft Rff TTRTI 

(xvii) RTRff f T[E RT^ftETE RT ff 4 414 I -O' ET RETS'TR EITcftR RE TTT ft Rf) if RT SRSeRr RT, 
RTRff f T JET RRT ff ERT TEE ffrT Rff ttETT ET RR ETTcffR RE TTT ft ffRT RRT RT, T^fff 
E^T ff T^f EE RTR ft ftf ETEETf) Rff ft ff 4 of) 4 RE TTT 4 414 o')’ ft ffE RER RETffR 
EETft f RTTf T^fff 4414 0 44! ft ffft RETT f SIR ETfdd Id Rff ffRT f I 





[TFT II-F°R5 3(iii) ] 


ftrt tt firtt : rttfift 


25 


(xviii) TeTff f RfelPd-d, ft ttt ^tr trtt, +h=hr rffm f ft % mft f mr f TffftftrT 
ft Tf ftl R^ff RTTFT TTFT TTf%R fadf-H mT % f% RT ffftSTR fR % RR ffTT fft T^T 

ffft ft ftrrf if dim ttrftt f ftmin % % Frft ri? ttft mm % fttst m m fi -rftrf 
^ ft mfw ffTT 1% mf tft Rn PhIth Rffrftt rffm % mf % FtfftrT mff tr ffrft 

TRR ft RftRrTT T#f ff, TTfff f TFT RTf + l4f M % FTffttT Tff fl 

(Xix) TeTff f RRTTT, ft Ff R TM^d, FTTTTT, tfftr TFIRR ft Tmff f FTTSff f RR T Tff TftSTT ft 
Tftl Rftff TTTTT ff T^fft FF TT Rftfff f RR tpr f%*ff r^r ^ fr ^T TTTTT TTT Tiff 
|l ■RfFT TTTTT ff Tff T fT ffft TFTff f fft T ff ffft fft f fft TT ^JR TTRRT TRFTT TTI 
Rftff T^ ft TTRTr TT ff TFTff % TTRT ffft TTR f fRR TT fiR TRf fTT fff^r RFTR f 
Wffl f Rftf ffTT TR mft RTTTrftt ft f fft ff TftfFft % tt^ ffiRTR RfftTrftt TTRT Rftf 
ffm TTT TTI Tftfft TIT ft Term ff TIT fTT t fft TR TTTTR TR f TRTfftT FTRTRR TT ^ftf 
TRTRR TRT ft ft TRTfftT ft RT FTReft fl Rftff ftRTT f tfttR RFTR f TF Rif ft ffl + R 

fftrn mft TT^fft f mft ttft ftrrf f Fft Rif ttr RsimlVdifti tirt f ffft, ft ftftm 

TRT f TFT f ffST f, Tftfft ReeR ffm ff TTT ftftRR TT TeTff f FTRST f ffft TRR ft 
TJRTT Tft ff fft RftffT ftf ffRTTf f TFe[T TFT ft RmTRTT Tft ft I 

(XX) TeTff f RRTTT, tfftR RTRFR % ffTT ftTTTR, ft F^FT FFTT ft TeTff f FTTSff f TR f Tff 
TftSTT ft Tft I Rftf Term ff mft TT^tft TRTRRf/ffRTTft RT TTTS'FT TReft | RR TR 
^R TT TTTS'FT T^t TReft ftl Rftf T^ ft TTTTT ff fft ftf R RPR TF Tjft Tft f fff RFrft 

TTfft trt ffrtrfT f ftRFr Rift ffm ttt ti ttr TffrfTTftr | trj fttt ft rt ffm 

TR TT ffTfRTT f FffST f ft Rift Tff ffTT RM fl Rftf T^ ft TTTTT ff RfT ffRT ffTTRT 
RfltTTft ft TR TT^r ffTT TTT f, RTf TTFT TFTff ft TRTT f ffft RTTT f ffTT Rift ffTT 

ttt|i 

35. TTJR gft m ffrR ffr RTf f TRR, TeTff TRT RTTf Tft TRffR RTTffff ft RRT f TR[T TRTT 
RffrftTT I 

(i) rttft ft Trfnft f Rrh f Fffsr f Terff trt srrft Frft T^ffft f tt^ ft Tf |i Terff t^; 
T?T ft RReTT t ff fff RTf TT TT TTTTTR Tf 2013 f TS'RTT FFTTRT ft TTT TT, RTfff 
RRR TeTTRt ftf^RT Tft fRT RT FTTTTT fI RTTFT RTRT TRT ft RTTFT f fddll f fff f^Tf RTf 
tt fffr ff f Tsmr, Terff f grrmf ft ffm f srRrffr TRf f ffr; mw, sTTfrr tttt 
ffrr f | Rfff TTSTT ftRT Ffft RTRT TTTR ft Tft ffr Tlff+I (ft.TT.3512/2011) f RTfFT f 
TTffR f gf TT ft RT Fft 3TTftT TRTTTT f HfTRF TlTdlftft ft fffffr TRf ft ft ftfttT 
ftl RTf ffftR RTfrft f dldfd, RTTFT f ^TRlfft ft RTFTfttT TRf f TTR Rtffmjf TTRft 
’RRTTT ffm gTTTRTf ft 22 RTRRR 2013 ft ft Tft ft, 17 RTf, 2017 ft’jft ffl RTR 
RTf RTR TTTTT ^ftT TTFftf ft ft TRR f, RT RTTR f fffT f3T |l 

(ii) TeTff f RTfFT f T^ RTR RTftfRT TRf f RTTFT f TTffr f TR f TftffTT RNPlTT RRTft 
ftl STTRT 77 3TR 78 f sfrfr TTJT RT f fftt ft TTTfTT TT RFTeTeTT ft RTTf f ffr fm 
TffffffFT Rffffm 1951 ftSTRT 10R f frfft RTfFT ft ?Tff> ft TTF.3TR. ftlRFFTflRT TTFT 
ft.RR. RRSFm (RRTfRR 1999 RRR mTTRT 252) f RFTf f Tft Tff ft RTeff | fft 
R9TFT RRTRT f TFTR f RRR mTTRT TTFT Rfft ’JT: ’jff ft Tft |l R9TFT TRTT f TFTR 
f RRF mTTRT f TR 'ft RffffSflftR ffTT ff RTR RTftfRT TRf TT r|?T TRR tt^ 
RNTlR+dl Tft TT TftT T^ TjffffT TRf ft tt^ mTTT RTR ft ff TTTR ffm TTT RRT FRT, 
FTft RR RHTftTTT f I 

(iii) RTf RffftTR, TRTff f TTT RR ffm ff ff^RTR RT ft ftfft ffrr Rtr RT f Rft ffr RTf f 
TTT, Tff T^ ffftt TRT 3FJFRT SFJRT FftfR f 3RTfT 3TTT t ft STRT 10R f SRPtr ftf RlfTTf 
Tff ft RT FTReft |l TTTff R?fTR RTF f RFTR f mRTR mTTRT TRT R# RF^; f TR Tff 
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ftr JR: jff ft Rff | ff STITT 1OF % RfTff % ff~F R% ft TTc^TTIT Rf FERRRT RRTTjf Rif 
FRfR ftRT FT RTRRR f3TT ft RT Rff I 

(iv) 3TTT if, #RT ff R5RRR FTTTFR f FRITF WET RRTR RT.ETSTRTTR ff JF+T Ff 3RR (TT3TT^3TR 
2014 r.ft. 3102) % rtrf if rj ffF-ft ft ff rj[ Frff Rff ff ftrir ft ft Rff f^m 
Plf-H FfsTFlff ft Pfff ftfFTT 1961 % ffRR 89(5) % FRfR FTRTR ft Rjff RRTF TTRf % 
ffj ?njifr afk jf rtf frit tnr fri 

36. ftrir rr rr fjjr Rff ft ffRTT r^rt Ft rtf fsh rttt RRf ffffR fihhi % RRfR if ffj rj 
FffrFsff RRF fir TF^fRT % RFf?R if RTf fl fF RTR if RF FTRlR RTTT 8 RtcRT 2014 ft FR RTRF 
if cfRTT ffj RT jff FT RFf?R FT RRF fl 

rftr.1 : rrt ffffR rrtftt wf rtrr: tffF rttft, Rif jffRT, tffF Rffrr fftr, ftrtf 

FTffRT F VT frffFR TTF>R if RffRT PHIrH SfF if Plf-M FffRT % RfFR FRTptR RFNK RF, 
FTRff % ftft % RTR flRlFI f, RsINH 3Rff FFTff % ffffRR % RRST if “FF ^3f/ RsINf ’ RTR 
Flff? 

37. FRRT RIJT FR FFT % RRST FRET f ff RRT RSR FEE if Rf 2008 % PHTehT if W ERff % RfFE 
FFTffE EfEFfER ■HRNO. RR “FF-fjf” RTR RTTTTfi tR ^JF tpr rt^R rt Effff E EFff f5F if 

fffF tr % EffffsffffR ffRT 1 % Rff EffFffE 42 rrtrtt ft ff-tjf ft fff if arnfr fi jff 

FrEff ETTT EffFffR FF ^R f REST if f^RT RT TTR RR RT ffff W # T%f^R TT ftfrffT F#f ft 
Eft ft, TRffTT tR ^R RRff 3TTRR ft Rfifft f ^R RFTR if RRTFT RR TT RTR RT Rif fRRTI 
RR'ff ^TTI ffTTR 28 Rf, 2012 ft 3TRff ffRRR f RffRffr RRPRR TR f TTRTSR ft ^R R^RT 
RFR RR f RR iR ^R -hHIR) R 3TRff trf RRR ft RR ffcRfft^R RRff f RTSTR ft s^RT 
Rh-mT FT FffT: (i) FRRTRf RT RFR (ii) FRRTRf if ffRtR RF f ft Rsf f%FR RFUff, (iii) FRRFTT ft 
TRTtRR RlfNt FT TTR RFTRR FR % ffr rrTRR TR FT f%RR RFFff ft ’JER^r (iv) RFTRR FRf f 
9 flFR fRRRT ff9R rf R FRlff ft RRRR RF R FRTTffl ffRT (V) RRR RfsfR RfTRjf RF R, ffft 
ftflfr f RTR RT RTfR fflT ff^T RR RT FRT?RI RfiffcT RRT ff FR R P-R^Mi RR PtRR RT RR^R 
RTft f ff RRR RFTRR RR “FR ^R” ffl 

38. Rft 42 FR ^R RR FffRlft f FST if 3RRl%R ttt R FSTFTRjf ffl RTR R RffRfST “tfRT fpFR” f 
TF if fffT ff ’jf RTF RTF ft Ff Reft FT RffsTE RRTRR FR ft FFIfR ffRTRF ftff f SRJRR 
FRffR ttt f ^RFFT fRRT FTRT |l RRF RR FR ^F RRSff 3TTRFT f RR RRf if RRfffRR RRTRTFf f 
RTR ’jit FTtT R ffFff fl 

39. 3TFff Ftf-FffFT if FFTff R RR Rf fRRT ff RTTffR FR FT fff RRTRR Tjfffff R RfRFffR FR 
^F RRf RR FFT^TR ffRT f I RR% Rf R RTR Rf FJRTR FFTRT FTRT f ff RTTffR FF SF fft RRTRR 
RFfRRT f FTR fR RT R RRTRRTRT RTR f FT PIrIrH RRTRTTf, RTRffff ft ffR ft RRTRET FTff ft 
FRT FTR I FR Fftff f^lff ft pRTT Rf fl RRTRR FFT RTTT fft f^W FTR: ffRT RFTRR ffR ff ’JR 
ft FTff f FR FTR: TTR ff ffqtf ?RRR: ?RR STTff f I FR FTR FFlff R RR RR f RffsiR RRTRR FFT 
R RfRRfRR RRf f FFFR ft TRR RTR RT FRTR ffRT I RRlff, FR ffRR RTRF R FFT«ff RT Rf 
jfFRRR Rff f RRfff fffiTR RRTRR FFT if FRTffR FR “P.PFRi” RRf if f ffff if ff ffffFTf RT 
RfffR ffff RT pRTR f RTR f Fff fffr FTFR Rff ff Rff o ft ffj RR R?R ft ff^ RTR f ffj 
FTff fl RTR ff, fRF FR RRTRR TT^frft PflT R TJRRT ft FTff f FR 3RR R«ff RRR ffft RR ft RT 
fff R FTffR ffRT FTRT t Rff ff ff%T ft FRTTT FT RRRT f I 

RF^RR f FplRRd, ffRTRRRTTf RTTT ftRT# R RTRT ft Rff RRTRR FFT ft ^JF Fffff ft FTR 
RTR FT ffrfRR R RRf f ffr ffcRffffR RR FTTF FftR ^nff Rff f ff Rf) f%RR RTRft R FR Rff 
R FRTT Rff ffRT FT RRRT ft ff Ff TRR FRTff RT RRf FFT RT RRf FlfsiRTT f Fdfd ffft 3RR 
^1% RTTT FRTffR ffRT RRT ftl 
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0*0 tt. ^rfr^ fasr, ft f^TM f%f ffcn % ftft frr snrfft ^rttt Trff % Trff ^rffa % ttt«t 
fffbB 27 bw, 2008 ft tffo f “f^T¥3rnr^” i wtk ?rff # t srf^f^r f%^pr 

'HIHiTl W |:- 

“tfgf.'RlrrH fitW, 3fPT W?ff ?t WTSft WFT W7 

w?w dwr /) 3fjw wt^ %/) Wzprtw f$w 

3fi?W$WT$WTWf$$WTfwW7^3jfc 



7fa/E&7A 


#Zf.cFfcjVrfipST t 37T7573#- 57/ ?77?// 27727o5? 




#37/*) 57c) <s??/)^?77^?/555i735?'377^ ??QZ7 
&) 3770 $) ?tz7$t & ?&7 p 
I377cfa7 557 ?7o7 ?c7c27 55? aT/5pT G75??77 
55^77/ 

Z//73& ?f 2j? 2775777 55f ?7?577? 372727 O? ?/5277 - 
5T$?7 fflrf *77 3$5?f55r 557 /rftffW/ 


5. S? ?7/c7 07 f&Cn'c/? Vg*J/(Jo'/ / 

b. Tf^cnY 557 57757 f$&755? ^775^ - 277555) of)!f $'*)/ 

7. < 4/77777 & ?//<) 5777775 27737 577 c7$27/ 

e. 5/at77 & ^ 27 ) /)? 7 ?) 5 t 3 ? 7 q 5 ) 3775757 37?. 577 /5£77*t?f277 e) 7j757?7) 7 

9. <ef557 55) OZfeaT ^77 57 5F5 f552f?7c7 35?// a? 5775 $)57 57 ?/)4w7o5?'y / ?? 2ff £27727 

7^57 5775*77/ 

TO. Zf5277 55) /q 57M 55f 2f?557?7 &57)57 &R&777 

5$ V?<2? 5 ) 27/5^7 &) </373<f) d7 fcf{' 37757 < 5 ) 0 ) 3/c) 275775 2) £</«? ?Z/727 Tff <72757 <)> ^\y 077 
555 55755? h J /‘7c7?5 5727777 k/CJ 55) foot?) 527757? 2f/r) 5)57 577 370?/? 

3770577 <// 



( 73 -) ff. H^kdH f WTf f^TRB 27 2008 ft ^ ^ffTT if WlRkT “ 

ft ffr % ftrrr ^ftrr ^ ^nk wz PhI-m efr if jtttft ffw tp- “ 7 ^ ^tt j 

ft^T” f if Tjffrf fr Tpfr || fWNK W7t if arfSppf^T ffcpr "HIH ifi W |- 


“f 3 rmt ff^rwi if ^rr f ff 

sfr if t| ff+w ^rff ft fi?r ^rft f 
^ ft W* fff, % 'cfTdT^'^l t 
?rrff afk 

Wf Wf ff^t ^ ftf Tlf- H7<H t 3TTT 
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,/ttV: 

3TT rA' 

4w. 


• m ~ 9 t 


^I'lRftf. *77dT-4feft 
^ 3d ft Mft ft 44J7 fftcWK 4M ^ ggr 
%44Tftf ft ^TO MlrcIH fft« ft 4TO ft q>H fl? 


*■-» TI it ii viu i mu i I fin | M'jvi H' TV1 M\ 

Hd<M 4Rft 44 3TT4F fft*4T £1 $0 fft*l $ 4>ST 
fft 5^ 4l<n ft 31ft ftj Ml 4><ft 44 <|f2|cq ^|qT 
(? I 5^ 4R 44 ^*1^ 3m ^ 'taiH t. 44 ip7T4 
Ml 444 44 77174 11 4l-lftjfl R|c|<|u| (ftp *ll6M 
ft ftcjoJ ft ft 

4ft ?T7447 «M*i «tT . 1 1 Sdft 
gtMi 4ft ’rifttaft 7jfftft4ci ^ 
gfftflT 4ft ft! 3<S<WKI ft 
ulVsHI. 37Tft 4Tcft 4)<i) \j\rjiqc 1 
Mfftcq ft MM ft3 ft 3RR-?lffcF 
44 4idiq< u i ^ ?^?r*T 4ft 4ft 444 
fftft | ?7Tft fM 3TN4ft fftM Mr 

tt\ ■ ‘ 

ft) ft 3fif5q|?l 3lte 4K1 
RacfIW>l 4><ft 374 cT4> vjflflft 4lcft 
4ft$7T 4R7R^4ftM 47 g^R 
ftgi 11 3nft$R ?7 474 4ft ‘«<)*d 
gM 4ft ft) fl4> ftNf eftcfl § 1srflft •flffteiofl 4ft 
tf(R v3"5J ftETT, 7T?4>. ftRbcHI 3fR ftftftl fllftl 

’R’J? 4T4T ft fftcft I 5(4^141 iftft ft M 4? 6*lKl 
ift 4*fa 1 1 s’iri W t fo sft 44 <r 

SFR Mf 7S4T 1 1 44TcT 4«l4R <3ft f?l v*MI 1 1 
sir 3 ft <fc)4i M ft wR^q 4ft 

^fefttR |ft Tift 1 1-774 4TcT ef t 4? t 6 ? tfcfaT 
ft fft4>R7 ft fM 54 cftftt 4ft 7fl4 4>ftt Ml 
Tift | iT.fl.4ft fojMflHT ft 4?ftt ftt 4?T ^ vTlft 
uHflfefTW 3TT4M ijjft ift 4f! 54^t 4ft| 
ftftft 4 $ t. f^P3T 4^ t. vReTT <A (t«J)cftfl>f 
'ft 5^ ^T4I-^4I 4^1 ^ I fft4>RT 4Rft 4>l 

W4cTT4^t 1154 3474 f^TeTT gft *ft ^feWT ft 
f^RT4^4^T4?|3n^l 

5 ^ <jfcfaT fftyT4?PTT ^ ^4T4 cTjft 4>l 

^tjjj zj 5 ] ?ft «Pl4rf>H ft vImR^T cT R?T T4 

vjHM 4 T4 ft uf4 q dim fft > ft 
?tuPTR ^ 7T1R4T 3ft? & ^ 4ft WR 
3TRR flft?T 7R4TR ov 4^t fl^rft 11 $<ilcW 
l^nfi KFi <ft 4 lft 4 k^ 3W4I Wg.g 



3lte F^eftr m^7T3ft 4H <T(4>ToT pKI^ ^1 
wT4TTT viT4k4 44 WT fl4^44 ^ 4cfl 8fll Rfft 
^cJcfTOT 4^t 4n TTCkTT Sfl I 3?R 4 £ 44=? »R ^cU 
^7T4nn^|lTg1 ^gTcncT^vifli^ ^cft ftft 
qrarfo 4^41 <^t ^T?ft fft4Rl« W4F ftfl^Tc? 4ft 
t, 3Tcfl 47lf 3ft? cTN<4l£l ^ 44ft oiciW'l 44 'Tift) 
^3 iRIT I 3ft^ 3TT*R4cTl 4> TTRtR oPlftl 3lft^I 
t ^XR4T3ft tp WW ^4-<TcT 'R 
(oTT44R flTil 4tft. 4*1 
i QT^t^ft fl4 flft4R 44 t^Hlft 44 
: &4H4 ftF44ift fq4 

FTeTT^ 4!4 fT4> fojpTI 
^ 3PTT4 ft Mciiqq 4R4 

*73^4 ^Ift Ml *?ft4 fl4 ^HflR 
Ml 44ft 3R7W fl4 
^TGRTR $ 3TH T4 ft ^4 .44 
fft»^i q4 3fR ftftuFIlft ^T 44M 

ilScTT t\ Wl f^RT^ ft 

^ 4^ fft> i44<TT 4ft Arnfftlft^ft ft 
^3(ft 3fk 4 ft MqTI *Rj 

4Rft ft 4TtftcT ftl 4gf 

4 lM^ 4ft 3jqm ^ 4Tlft ft sftM 4ft I ftjPTR ft j 

3T4T4 ft 44g44ft 44 4flftf4 3FRJSJ 4ft f4?II ftj 
fftRTT yflft cT4T 14^^ ^ ^ ft ^ 3T^W4|- 
Mt lft | fM> 4ft f^TTT ft 35^4? 

4Rft ftt ^S 54JT Ylfftvl 3ft^ ?N 44 3THT4 4T | ftftj’ 
4 T ft)d | i4 4T 4ft 44$ 4%4T ftl 4>ft^fft HH4R- 
^wjq fa 4 ft fft44?T ft ^411 j 

ftj ft) cllH^ 4ft mft 4ta ft f ^44H ft feTfl 

ft^T Mft 3jfftT4 44 <T4> 4TTft 4#TT i fft^RT ft M 
ft 4^44 4I?4 3ft? 4RRd fllftl 10 ! ft 3RfMd 

fft44?1 44 ft FTft I Mft ft MUM ^TT447 M | ft 

3TTflftfftTHdl ft 4R4^ 4RcT ^5 ft 

xIct 4^ f^444[ 44ft McftflilfftMftfdTJ^FT^ 
ftt 444 fftft M ft 4ldJ44®I ft flfa 3ftx 
4 ^ 1 M ft Ml sjcfld—yft M 5^ft 3rr3T sift 

gi^ *74414 ft 37Ifl44T?7 ft TO 47 <*t- v4l41 ^4 

ytzi * ^R 4M vjTT 4^ ’HuTfll rR-'r; 4 TjTftfti | 
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(f) it. ’Trtccnr Rtf % fr Frc#q frft Ti€f % Tr€f % ttt«t f^rbr 27 tw, 2008 
FT tf^ F^fFT TOT t TTFrRR “■Hddld tST# F F¥ Rddd” l F^ -HdNK FF FFFFT RFF FT 
TT#T f%FT W FT FR *fT “ SffW IT. d^kdH FTF f^F, FTOTT TRFRft f%STR TT^TT SR 22 ” SlRT % 
FTF TTRTR ftcTT |l TTRTOT FFT if STf^TTOf^RT f%TO -HIHifl TF FFTT f :- 

“dR)'MI $R% dRlRd dMlfWI, RRTT-d^dl TR 


FF% if w>m 1 
FT.dikdd RfFTif FFF % ’RT FT -Hd^M FTTf FT 
STTUf f^TT|.” 

“ f 3TNt Rd^dl t FTF^T PRdd FTFTf f% SR 

if rffI Rfi-h ft^ R TfR fR %ir % Rr tr 
^rF t wrRRr, % didMRi ifRR sfk 
RJ^tRr, 

STIR fR^RfFd did t STR FFR % ^ FT *RF 
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40. STPfHT TTRST TOR % 3T#R R# ft TITSTO % ##TTO ##ftsiff# RTOTOT 

i. Tf# MNR RTO #. HTlccH f#5TT, "-ft fftTOTOTR f#T #RH 3# roTT#TO ^tRTT Rff % TO#TO 
#f# ft ftr# % totto rtRr ftt #r #i totto ft,“ft #. torrdt fftroT...” ?t#t % tor# tot# 

44 NK FTO ftt fTOTOTO-TORJ TO^ fW TOR % TO## | fft 3T#R TOR# TOTTOT W/W TOST ft 
4r1TOM TOR# % f%rr fft#TOTO-SfTO ft ## TOT TOETTfftTO TO# % #TTO TOTO## TORI I # #1 TO# 
TOTf!, f#t # ##t 44NK TOTO, # RT. #kd4 fftTOT % RT % TOTTO TOTOTOTTO fftTOT TOT ft 

TOrorfftroff #fftroft “ft stttoto Rnydi %tototo^ R#toh torit f....” ?t#t%to#rtot# frororo- 

# TO# TOTTO TOT TOR TO# f I ##t 4 4 M K TOTO Eft TO# “3TTTOTOT ###4 ft# 
TOTTOTOT TORT# fftsiTTO TOR S# 22” % TOTTO TOTOTOcT ft# tsft^TOTOTO TOT TO%TO TO# f fft 
TOT§TOT TOTOTTOTO TOTO TO# TOR# TOTTOT TOT##! TORlf TO# #1 

ii RT. TO#cTOTO fftTOT % ftt# i# TOTTO#TO TOTOTOT TOT# % TO#TO TO#TO % TOTTO TOTTO#TO “ft TOT. TORRTO 

fftTOT.” 3# “ ft 3TTTOTO fftTOTOTOT ft TOTOTOR fftTOTOTO TORTT f....” TO^T #TT TOf##ftTOR TOfftTORTO 

TOTO TORTOT f fftroft TOR# TO^ Tift TO# ft TOTO# fft TOTOTTOTO TOTOTW TOR TOTO% TOT TOTO% T## RTR 
TO# TOTO##T fftTOT TOTOT TOT I 

41. W TOTOR, 3TT#TO TOTO TOfftfft ftt TO^ ft## TO#fTO TORTOT f fft 42 STf###! TOTOTW TOR TOR# ft 

fftrofroro ft torsi ft totrtto ft “ftro ^R/fftroTTOro ft sroroftro sit# f i 

TORT TO.2: TOTOT #TO TOfftfftfftR 3lf#ftTOTO 1951 ftt SITR 77 ft TOfftTOTTO ft 3## srfftrofftTO TOTOTTO# TOT 
RTO TOT # TOR# TOT TOTOft fftrofTOTO TOT fft# TOR Rf# RTR TOR# TOT TOTOft fftrofTOTO T#TO # 
fftrofftro RTO TOT R H TO I ft ft TOTOTOTO/TOfftfR fftTOT TOTOT f ? 

42. ^TOR EJRT TO^ f fft TOTOT #TO TOfftfftfftR SlfftfftTOTO, 1951 ftt SITR 77 ft STfftTOR ft TOTfftR TOfftrof#! 
TOTOT9T# TOT RTO TOT # TOR# TOT Rift fftrofTOTO T#TR TOT TOR fft# Rf# RTR TOR# TOT TOTOft fftrofTOTO 

tt#: ftt torsi tot fftrofftro rto tot tottor# ft totototo tot TOTfsrfro fftror totot toti 
#TO TOfftfftfftR TOfsrfftTOTO, 1951 ftt SITR 77 fttTOTOftSJTO ftt TOT# |> 

77. Rjfu R# WT dwr 3#- R7# 3rf&WUW WJWT— 

(1) /ftq'/roro ft ftft# R7 TOTO RTO W Wt, (3Wdl' f )q ft /#7# TO^ R7#ft/#TO f&TT 

TOTOT TO# R7 /ftTO/TOTO ft ##77# # WVTWT, # UT^fw ft, #TOft #7#7 ft ## TO7## Re# ff #TO 
Rft R7R TOT RTft/ftTO/TOTO TO### R777 TOTOTOTO TOT mf&fW f^TT TOTOT f; ^TOR 5#-TO# ftWT TOT # TO^ 
RTO T#TOT TOT TOTO# /ftTO/TOTO TO### R7R TRTO7TOTOT/ (R7##RTO /—•?/## # ^TO ^7# ft #R TO^ 

##T /ftror to7tot # /ft- /ftroft to#/# rt ft ftror# rtr, rto##to rt ft tot#to r - totor rt# ft 

/ftro/ftTOTTO-R7R TOT TO/fTORR ft/ftroft TOR TOTTOR R7R # TOft TO7TOT TO# TOTOTOcT RR ?TT RTTO7R ft TOTOftro# 
ft /#TO RTO RR## RT ft TO‘S C TO#TOT TOTOft /ftTO/TOTO TO##c#R 7R/ftTO/TOTO ft TOW ft TOTOTOcT TOT TO7##R 
RTO - TO# TO7TOT TO/TOTO/.' 

TO7R 123^WS~(7) ft TO## TOTOf ft ft /ft# ft TOTO#cT /ft# R/ft RTTT TO7WTO # ftTOT ft TO# RTO ft 
TOR^R ft TOTO7TO/#T TOTO#-?TOTOft/TO R#TO ft/##T ft TOT 

(# TO7rTO/ftft /##T TOTO /ftTO TOT7 RTO # WTOTOTO7R ft TOTO## ft /ftro TOR# TOT TOTOft #TO/TOTO TO##c# 
R7R #TOfTOTO ft TOW ft TOTOTOcT TOT TO7##cT RTO TO# TO7TOT TO7TOTOT; 

TOR#RRTi’.—TOR#RRT / ft (W) ft TOTO#TO# ft /#r /## ##W ft TOW ft “TO#/# RT ft 
ftTTTO# TOR ft— (i) TO# ftTOT RTO## RT TO7RTOTTO7R RT ft TO# TORT ft TOR#TO ft TOTO#R ftft R/# 

#t (ii) to# ftror rto##r tor /ftroft TO7RTO7TO7R rto##t tor ft /#r ft to# tow ft #r ft toto#r 

ftft R/fft #ftftrft /ftroft TO7R RTO#ftR TOR R7R ftft #TO/TOTO ft VTO)to# ft/#-ftTT# ft W ft ft^ 

/Qto/toto ft/# r, totot/## totrt ft rtotor ft tot w rr# rtow ft w ##ftw ft r#t rororo## 

TO/ft^TOTOT # TOT#R ft TO7R/ftr # TOTO/ft ft #RT/ftro/TOR TO7TO#T #T RRf 1 ft ^RTO/ftro/TOR TO/ftw/#/ 1 
#to##7 w/#tto 77 fi- 

7RTf##RTO##R TOR, TOR R?/T ft TO# TOTO//## RR (i) ft TO^f RR (H) ft #/#2" R## ft ft #7# TO# 
^# TOT# fWTO^ ftft RTO#ftror TOR TOTO TOTOTOTO TO# T^rorf; #TO/TOR TO7TO#T #T RTO# ft gRTO #TO/TOR 
TO/ftR7## TO# #T ?#TOTOT RTR, ftft #TO/TOR ft #R TO#R TOTOTO7R ^R - #ft ft #R #TOR TOW TOTO7R 
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$ft^&F3T$mrfhr ## wr^ff 3tw& ##7R, fTRR7TfR5##RTRqRRR^5R#r 

#R7R#TR7R7T, Rf #T # 7^7/^yfcf R# # R#R# # #f RRT TTW ##R7/# RT ^TTI 

( 2 ) yrriffbd ftff ## fafpr #377777 

(3) RRR - ®RR R7 #R JW W # #2# R f#7 Wt f^f^W # ^TPTI 

43. PlRMd+dt % t#R RTTRT, Rt ff#TT, t#R R#RT RRTR, 3TTRTR JdlpMT 3# 4141114 TTfRT 

^dNH-wf %rr f# # fR 3 # ##-R#Rt tt# RTfR 44f f#rif r#r f#rrRR rrtRtr f#r rtt 
41 ## RR TfR did Pi 4 #T f#TT |, % RRTS'TR 8 dW 4 27 dW, 2008 RR (W 3T#4 % 
#TTR) W\W\ i M IHI RRTpfR fTT |; TR# RTR# 4 #4 4 3RR ^R % fRRT # # # RRT 4 RRR R# 
RT# RSTRTRfR R#R f# f I RR ##T RRTRTT RR, “# #44# RRR RRR f RTtTRR” % 

RFRRJT 4 15 RRPRT #, # f#RT R 11 RRRT # Rf t#R RTTRT R 9 RRRT # 44 R# #4r % 
RTR 3?)F RR 4 RRR RR % f°R?T: RR: RFRrpRTR % RTR RRTptR fR RTI RR% 3T##RR, R|R % 
RRPRF RRT ft fPS# ft RRRT #TRTT RR % RR#T R# fR R#R ft# f f## RfT RRT RT f4 RTR# 
RR PdT’dd fR 4 #RTR 4 #f RR R#4 |; RR# #R #f#R Rf 3RRR f, RRTT#I #R# RTR## 
3TRRT RRR RRRT-RR RT 3Tf#RR 3#t RT 4tf R#R R# f#R RRT RTI RTRRfR RTR Rf |, #TT f4 
RR^RT 4 #T RRT %, RTR# fTTT RTRST 3?## 4 RT# 4 #R RRTRF RR RRTf#T ft ft # RRRTR 
f#R f f# #R 3TRR-3TRR RRTRK-RRT R RRR ft ft I 

(i) RT. RRRRR ffRT ft PTRTTR fff R4fTR 3# RT#TR RRRT RT# f R#R RcftR # RTRTfRT tt^ 
RR 27 RRTRR, 2008 # t#R RFRR R R# ft; 

(ii) RT. RRRRR ffRT # RTRTfRT tt^ RR 27 RR#, 2008 # tfRR # ff#R R 3# PHlRd-fR R 
RRRTR f ftR “# ffRRT f#RTR #RT’ % RR if RfRRI 

(iii) RT. R#TRR #RT # ## 3# RT.R.RT. % R#R R RTR tt^ RR 27 RRTRR 2008 # t#R 
Rf#T RRTR R TJTRT RTI Rf RR 27 RR#, 2008 # “3TTRRT RT. R#TRR #RT, RTRRT RRT# 
ffsTTRRRT fR” R#f R RTR RR: RRTptR ft I 

44. RRR RS'RTR, TFR'ff # 26 Rt, 2016# ffRTRRRRT f RTRRR RTTT 3## f RR5T Rf##5TT # R# 
ft 3# RRR f#TR RR R fTJT RRT f% ff?JTR RRT f#fRR 2008 if RTR-ff#TR % RRR R RR 7 ' RRRTR 
fRRR # STRff % R#R wft ##T RRTRTT RRT/P d TRd4/R#RR ##f snft RT RR RRT 
RRT/TJRRT ffftl TFR'ff t RRT fRRT f% ffR RfFT ##T RRTRR RRT % f# #t fRRTR R# f#TT RT, 
RR RRR RR% #4 if RTRR RT R?R ft R#f RTRTI Rff Rf##STT % #TR RR# R RR% #4 R 
RTRRT# ftf R ff#T RR R RRR R# % RRTR RR-RR RT RTR R RRR f#TT ff RftR f#ft ft 
RRTRR/RR % f# fRRTR f#TT tl TRT'ff # 3# R fit# fTR RTR Riff ft R ft RRT RRTRR RRT % 
RRTS'TR % R# f#ft RRR # «TR Tiff ff f ft RRTT f#TTI RT RRTTRRTRf # R RT RTRT RT RRRT | R 
ft RRRT RfRT f#TT RT RRRT | Rff1% #RTRRRRf RRT Rf f4RTf if ff^ RT f#r RRT | f% Rt Rfffft 
3T#fff 4 RT ^fR Ufffff # Rff RRR % RRTS'TR RT#T % fff fRRTR f#TT RTI RT RRR, Rf RRt 
fRSRRT Rff f#TT RT RRRT f% RRT ^fT T#ff#ff R #t RfRRR f#T #r RR# 3# if Rft RRR # 
RRTRR RR RT# ffl RfTRff RTR Rf | f4 RRTRR #t % RRTS'TR % R#f 3# Rt###ff, RRR 
3TRfsT % R#R RR% RRTSTRT # RTTRRRT, Rf R«R f% RSRRR f#ITRR Rf#T % ^RTRR HPRIHd R# 
Rt RfR RRTRR-RfT if RRTpfR fR f, RTR# % f# Rf RTR fpRR RRT# | fR Rf RRRTR % f# 
3TRR ## T# R#R R#R % RTR RRR RTTT, RTR fTR if, RRT ^R f # Rt #R RTRST 3?## % RTR 
3Rff#T f#TTR# % fR RRTRTT R# if RRTS'TR 4 #4 if RRRRR ^R R STRffsTRT RT RTRT #1 

45. R5RRR ’RTRTTTR R ‘3T?ftR ?TRT TTR R^fTR RRTR RTSTRTTR f#fTRRT T# 3FR’ % RTRR R, #R 
Rf#4f#R srffffRR # STTTT 10R % 3T#R # # #R # Rf#, f#TR sfR# 3R#R Pd NH °RR 4 
W# # RRTRSRRT # #R RTRT |, RT f## tf RRR PlHplPd f#T# #:-’‘ttfTTf R# % #f#R 
RT Rf RtfTTRT RTRT ftRT f% STTTT 10R % 3T#R #R RRTRST f##T Rf# # ft# % 3# RR#R, 
RRFRRTSTf % RRTRT#RR RT ##R RTf ftRTl" 

TR#RR RTfR R#f 4 3R#R if 3# RRR RTR RTR fR RTR # ## fR f% RTR# #R# RR #STTR- 
RRT % RRTR # TRR #STTR R-RT f R#RT ##RR-2# % fR R### f, 3## RRRTR R f# #R 
#f#R RRTRTT-R# R RRTf#T RRR #5TTR#, ##RRT RTR# % RTR if RRR f^R if # # RTRST 
3T## #, #STTR-RRT f#tRR if RRR TRR 4 TM##R 3T#RTR 4 TTR^ T# fRRR #, % R# if 
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RET# # RRf#ETT f R# # 'RETT R +#4l=f RfTJR REET fl RRRTTE, RRMdl# ft fET R T 
ETStffR RRTRE R# f RE R RET# ft RETR# flf # RTR fR# ##4 RRER R#R ff# | ff fR# 
Rf ff^[ f# | ff RET# ft fff#R ff RT RRT#fR REE?# ft RTRRT# ft I RR% 3rfff#ET, RET# f 
3TRR RST R #ft RET## RRTRTT Rff f RTE-RTE, ER% RTR R REEf# MR Rftff ft, fR RET f 
fftT H#fR RRPEE-E# ft R#R TR EE ff f f# Rff ft WERT RE E# f#RR TTR Rf ff f ER# 
Rf R E# RTt f| RE# 4 RR RffRT, 1860 ft STET 171R f RcFTR “fR RTR# RR ffRfRR RRRT 
E# RT ffRfRR EET Ef f f#T #f 4144#+ RRT RTR if rt ffft ffsiTRR, #44 RT RET?TR RT RT 
ff# M EE R fftfER oRR RTRT TT^ R#4 STREET f, Ef RET ft E7ETE RTR ff ft# fR: TERR ft 

Rt t> 

”srml7l^r. ftwfcnr # f s/fsr tirnr-H mi fMf ajmrff f etsttee 

wr /## mfitmr # /fry ff mmifmiMfmj mm mm m /#/44 

477 t# # /#E 4# HlJ'jfR* mT mm ff R7 /## /Q^/VR, ftw E7 W7/T 
RT T7" /## # 5TR #7 R 5RR 4#7 E7 47R7 mfUfW 4#7, Ef g## # ^ 

77# Rt trzt- m m if wiwr, ifiw fitmr rnmr: 77Ef 47# ##, /## 
snfstmr # /#/ mi ff ^er /#r # fir fifmm mr mrr it R/i# w if, 

mrmiiwitfimmiiwiiiff mv forrmr if, mr far f f # - tr rn^sff m 
fftf&j 3r^rjfmr srfffmm mi mm mmr mvwi /# Twf ff srr tr 
wm r 4fi mfitmr f /fr |y" 

RrRff 3TTT ff ffsiTRRf ft ffff R RTR f =ET ffwf fT ff RR ff RRI f ff R RR RTRR R ffn f 
RRT TrftR RTR-^RTRT RRR RTR ffRT RT ff fRRTRRT f °RR RR RRRRT TRTRTI 

46. RTRffff f 3lff%R | ff f ffffR RRfR f fffpRR oRR rtt tffRT TRTRT Titl RRfR f RfRT ft Rf | ff 

RTR'ff RTfRR RRTRT RRR fffpRR RffRTR ff ffft ft RTR RT^ RR if ^FR sfr RTRff f fffpRR 
ERTT f ffTT R^RR RTRTRT RT fRTRf f TJFR ft flMRI RT, 3fr RRR RR RFPRI f fftT M’R ffr RtT || 
ffRtRR ^RR f tffR ff f SEJTSTTT f f^STT-ffR?f f mm RR f ffsrfffr ffRT RRT | ff “ffft Riff 
RRRT ffft oRfrF/ffRRR/fTRT f RTRRt, RERR, RR, ftfRRT ffsiTRR, MtfPRf, R3TTRRRR ^RRlff ’ 
fft RT^ RR f RTR RTRTRT RT fRTRf RR ffRTRT tffR ff f RTR RT f, ffff, ffRRR, RTRT TTR rPhT 
TJFR f 3RRTT RT SEJRTffR RT Rff ^RRf f RTR, 3TR?R ffw RTRT Rlpl'l RRRT, RR^RR f R^ flT 
RT RRRT | ff RTR'ff f ffsiTRRT f RTR ‘RRTRRT’ RTRT ft ft ffRf RR# RTRffRT ft RRfR ffRT, 
RR# fffN#R f RTRRTTT 3TRRT ff 3# f#T% Rif f Rf RTRT RIM.4I ff RR# RR# RTRRlff ft I 

47. fRT RTR 7JRTT RRTR 3TRTRTR RTRRT f RTRf R RRRR ^RTRTRR f 3EJRTT, RTR# RRRT TRf 
RTfffR ffRfRR TTR?: f ^RT ffft ft ^f# ^TTT TRRR fRT #f °RR, fRRRT RTR# RTRf fTT RTR 
fRT |, RR^RRRT RR Mf# ^ET RTfffR ffRT RRT RTRT RTRT 41 If 11 ,1 f#TRTR RR R gnTT 77 # 
RtRRT RR #fRR RTR# R ff##T RTffRTT # RFRRT fft | f#TR °RR RTR# f ffRfRR f RTR 
RffRTE ffRT RT RRRT | (TRR TPRTT# f RTRT °RR f f#T 3TRRTR ff srrrr #R# t), RTR #TT °RR 
RTR# RET TERR RR R ^tpiR rj RTfffR R ffRT RRT ff I 

#ER #R RRTR RR RTRTT f RTRf R MRRR ^RTRTRR f ^R Iff RT ffff#T ffRT ff :- 
“ TT^ RTR# % ffRfRR f RRR R, RTR# RT RRf ffRfRR TTRfR # RTRRT# R f3R- ^RR, (#.R.R. # 
RET 77 f 7R#EER 1 Rf#T ffmf RR# RTR# RTSPR RT^ T^T |) RTR# RT RRf ffRfRR TT^r 
^ET RTfffR ffRT fRT ^RR RTRT R I 11" 

R5RRR MTRTRR f RRf R RTRR f RTRf f WfTRTR R^R MTRTRR # Wm -4 TR # 4 f RfRR ftf f^ 
R9TTR: 4 °fTR RRTR ffRfRR RT#R f RTRf R RRf Rf 2014 f ff#T R TR RRSPR # RTf#T fR RfT 
| ff MTRTRR #fRR #fff#f# R RTR# RET ffR^ET RTffRE # RRRERT RRT RRRT |l Rf 
RfRTR Rf##ff# R fR R£R f ##TR ff#T *R f REj| ff TER^# R9RRR RRT?# f RTR ff# # 
RRE f RTRRT # RT#RE R# R RRRRT # f, R# TER# f ElffRE f ffRT RRf Rif R RRR?TR 
R# f f#R RR R#SET RRPRE #tff# f f#R 41# ll R# R # RRRET #1 fR RRST R, Rf # #R 
ffRT RTf ff RE#R # #|RT # RET 171R R # #f# f, f#RR ffRfRR f RRST R 

RfsT/RRfffR ^RRET ff fRR RTR # RRR RT R^R ft ffffR ffRT RRT tl RT#R f RTRE R Rff ft 
ff E##T#t ff RET 171R fRRRT# #3# RRR RRTRT RTfl 
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48. w w, Rfef fe RTR fe ftrr# 4 TRRRT RRR fe ttrrtt MM 144 RRT ferr rtt fRRRf % 

fefeTR fe SRTR 4 RR4 fR fefr RT Ife+'l I f4 RTR# % RSRRR fRRTRRT 4 RRTRR % ffe 3TRRT 
ffeffe RTffeTR feRT RT fe |TT RTTT RTR-^pT RT RTR TTTRT RTI M?ff STferfefe RRT 4 W»R % 
Rf4 r44rR *R % STRffeRT TT RT Rft RT RRR fer % RR TR% 414^4 RT4 f44t W fe ffeTRT 
% tf°4R4 RR 4 TTR R3 4, f4 444M % ffe, 27 4 4 M T, 2008 fe RT4 fefeRPT RRR, Rt 4 RTR 4 
RTlfeTR RRT fe4pi4 “RTRST sfetfe” TT RTTRR RKcffR RTT 414,41, 1860 fe STTTT 1 7 1 R 4 3T?ftR 
'ft TT^ 3RTTST RRRT fl RT4 STffeRR, 1441-44 RR % 3TRR 4% 4 RR'ff 4 RdlPlT/fife 411^41 4 

RRRR 4 RTF” fRT fe RTfe #RT fR t 1 'T'41'HK, 3TTRTR 4 ffetR f^RT f f4 R4«ff fe RtT 
Rf4f4f4R 3441444, 1951 44 srrrr 77 4 fe 4 44rr srrfeTR fferrRRf 44 4H+ifl 4t fe RfT4 
f4rf4R rr 4 rtrt rrtstr RTf4fR 14 rt rti 

r^tr.3: r rt 44RRRfef 4TRRR/RTf4fR rt 44 rfef rrt 4114m f%rr rtt 144144 r 44 4 fef 4 
-hI^hPr f4RTRRTf? 

49. few *j| tt rrst rt rtr 4f f4 rrt wfe rrt Tffe RTTfef rt WR/RrF4fr rt fe rrjr 14tt 
RT 144144 RRf % 4% 4 RffefRR 14 r RTT I, R Rffl ffeT 1441-44 STfepfet, fefeT 4 RTRT 
1441-14 RR 4 44 fe RRTffe Rf4 4 RRT fTRT f 1% R4«ff 4 f4fe RRTRR-RR 4 fet IfelHH RT 
TRRR/RTf4fR RR 44 'HRhPr Rft f%R tl RTRfe % RR 44 4 RR % #4f 4 4t 411441 145TRR 
3TRR fife RTTSRf R7 1%TT rt ffeff 4f RR 4 RR 41414144 R#f fRl RR^f 4 3Tf4rf4R RTT^TRf 4 
44sr 4 ffeff 4t RTR TT ^4414 RR 4 RR-RR RTR ffen t sfe RR% Ifeft SRRRiffR RR TT 
IferiR RR 4 3TRRR 7| fl 

50. R# srfffeTR, RRsff RR% RRT ST^rferR ffeT r 4 % ffetT STRffeR 1441-14 RR 4 tf4r 4wr 4 TT 
Rfferffer IfenRRf fe ffefe fer 4 strrr t| fi r# ferr fejfer ^ 3 tr4T 4 srstt fe rt f It 
RR Ifeft 4t fer 4 RRJ ^R 4 RTR sfe 3TRR ffeT T^TR RTRTRT 3TRRT RRT34 4 ^ fe RTRRT fe I 

1441-44 rr 4 tf4r 4fe 4 414m-144fe 4 rr ^q- % fe-gffffe fferr rrt | f4 “144t Rfef 

3TRRT f44t Rffe/feTR/RTRT 4 Rfefe, RRfe, fe, 411441 ffeTTRR, ffefeffe, R3TTTTRR RRTfe” 
feft RT^ RR 4 RTR RTRTRT RT RRT3R TT feRR fife fe 4 RTR T 4, f4f4, 14RRT, RTRT fe fefeR 
^RR 4 3RSTR RT RJRTffe RT Rf4 RTfe 4 RTR, RRSR IfeiT RRTT Rlffel Rff RR RRfe TT RfeffeR 

rtr 4t 414 rr 4 3rf4rf4R fferrmf 4 ffer 4fe ^rrtr Rff fferr 14r 4t rtr fferrfef 4 Rrfe 
STRffeT TT RRfe f4RT f sfe JR RRfsT 4 feTR ^RTTf RRRTRT3R RT R|RTT RRfe 1441-1414 
RRTRRT3R fe 3TRRT ffen fl RTffer TRR Rq % RTR RTTRT f 3TR RT RTR, 4 RT RTR 4 

ffeT rtsr 4 f4 4 fe orr 4 fefer ^rr fe 3?fe tffe feiT Tfferr 4 Rferffer ttr fefe fefe fer 
Rof ffem 

52. RT RTR, 3TTfe TT ffefe f f4 srfefe RRTfe RT 3RTTR RTffeR ^RR RRTfe RTTT RTffer f4RfeR ^RR 
4 ferr 4 RffeffeT rff f4rr rtt fi 

RRT 4.4: T RT RRTfe 1441-H ^RR TT 4 I'M 14+ 3f|T Rft fe, f4f4 RRT 3f|T Rt4 3Tr4r RRFTfsTR, ftf4 
4 RTffer Tfe 4 3TRRRT fe? 

53. RlRT TJRT RT f%RR 4 RRffe f f4 TRT RTRfe 1441-14 °RR TT 4MR14t fe fet feiT, f4f4 RRT fe 
rt4 srfer srRffer fe4 4 RTffer ttr 4 strrrt fe? rrt fe fe rsrrrt rtr 4 trtt ft rtrt f f4 
RRTfe 4 3Tffe4RR fe f4RRT RRT RRT-HR+PH4 ^RR TT 4Im14t fe Rft feiT RTtfe Rft f4RT fI 
RT4 3Tf4ffeR, RRT fefefeR 4-44H -4I4M41 4 ffetfe 4 4t Rf TRT fe ^TTRr f f4 f4rfRR °RR 4 
feiT fe RRTR2RRT fe RRTRRT, RTf R^ STfeR TffeT 4 RTRT RRRT 4tRT ft, ft Rf RTR f Rt STRT 

10t 4 srfer ffefRT fe ferr 4ft f i ff4, r&rrr Irrtrr rr ^tr 4 rr^t f ffe4 3 rr4t fe strr ^tr 
44 4 3Tf4Rfe ttt R fesl 141 RTffTT qr, rtr^t rt rttt rtr rttrt RTffer, Rf rtrt rtrt 

f f4 Rfefe RTR oRR fe f4rffer RR 4 RTffeR f4RT f, fe fetffer, Tfe RTfe ffetf TRft RTtfir 4tl 
RTR °RR fe ffefe R RTR RT 3TTRTR 4 ffefe f4RT f f4 RTRfe f4f4 RRT fe Rt 4 sfRfe STRffe ftf4 
43TRRP4144 oRRf RT RTTRffe fe Rft 4W RTjq-qfef 4 3TRTR fe f I 

R1T 4.5: RRT RTRfe 4 RTR ffeffe 4 3T«flR RRTRffer 4f4 4 f4rfRR °RR TT 3TRRT 4RT RTf%R R RTR 
feft P+441 4 ffer 4ff feR TRR 3TRRT Suffer f? 
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54. EfEET ^ R fpR P TplfpE | ff EET ERpf f ETE fffst f EptE EETEfpE ffff E PlpR RE EE 
REET pRT ETf%R E ER % ffE ftf RE EER EEET fffpR |? 

erPt P Rf ffR ^nt ePPe mnr Eft % eeere et re eeee et ETfPfE er % ePee % PtRT 
iw ffET tl "FT EER EETRt EtpE ETp EEp EEE RETE E EE ffpEE RE EE Eft pET ETf%E 
TF if EEER T^p f EER Epp; F4 ftR f%^TT ETI EETff, EEE EtpE % # EETE P ET 
EEEETpf % fpEE R+ft ft M?ff EEft EEERET % fflT pET ftf EER ET PtffcE ^ E EEEEE R 
fl ERpf E Epf pET ETf%H F4 ft fpRTET ERE Eft ft ff EppE EEEEET EE fRIH EEEE/EfffE 
RT % fpRT RE 7 ' ffETI ERJEK, REFT P ER fw fpEE | ff ER'ff f TFT fffst f 3TEpE EEfpE 
ftff % ER PtflEE RE EE EEET pR ETf%E EEE E EEEE E|^ f fpTT ftf ftE EER ET EffpR 

Epf tl 

EE WT 6: E ET ER'ff Et.E. EfffpEE 1951, ft SETT 77 EE 78 % ETE EpE STET 10E % ESpE 
ETR ffpEE ETETE EET ffrffE ffE ^ Rp I? 

55. fPffR ETETE R f EE ft pR fffpE t, Et fPPNrftE Ep^ET E fpETEEE RET EE ERE EEE 
|l E^T EpERT, ft fPfNrff E STE f ETfER E'ER EE EEftER §, RE f ffff E EffpR EE P EE 
RT Iff pET ft EffP %E RT | R ERR PPP fPPNrftE EERIE | ft fPPfEE RE ft ftETEt ft 
EpEEET ERT t, TR EER W EER ER E RESTTE ETEET | Efr EEETET ft R-^jfpE fpER 
EETE E EEE ETEft EEE ER f fpE ftE-^tE RETT ETR ER f EfstEET f EfPfE ER ERT |l PtE 
fETE fEE EER ft.ft.ffft (TT3ITfER 1970 ERft 2097) E TREE RTERR E 3lffffSlfftR ffET | ff 
fffEftE EfsTETT ET EER ER f ETE ETSIT RTR ERT, EE f ETE ERTER ER f EfE |l EE 
^E EE EER f RR ET ERT | ff E^ ET ft EEETETff ft ff ER'ff ET EEfE ER E EERR eRr 
ET EEE EEf EEPRE fR ft Efff ETRfr ffEET f EEE fffEfR 3rffER ET ^EE EER ER ET 
EEfE ER ETiJ EE t^e f eRe EEE9TE ERT EE I PR ftET ET EEE ERT EE iRd ffE Elf EE EER 
ER f ERR fET Eft EE ERI ETETR EE, 3TR ER ET, REffEE Eft fr E'Rffff f RtINH! ft 
3TESTT TRIER Eff ft RETf ft 31^ ff^ETlfR ETEE f 3TR EE T^jf f ^yrr RER f EE E EE 
ffETEEf ET EETEE fEETEft ft ftRT EE f EfE |l ETER E EE ^ ft R fR EEft P'il^l 
ETE f Rr ER 3TR ffRT RET ET Eff ET ER Erf EE fETf ET ffEEFR ER ET EER ffET |l 
EETff, fET EfR ffET |, ff Etf%E ffE T jff ET^ RfrR E#f ffrr ET Ef f I fET ff EfER ETEE f 
ERT E EE |l EE ETER ft R f E^ EE ft EET | ff ER'ff EETER Eff f RT E RafffE f? t=JR 
f ERTR E TfffR f 3TR Rfff EEft ffftf?E ffrr ET ffl+K ffrr ffET EERT RTEET RTET ER R 
ETfl, ffff ft EffTET ft EET EETE ft ftffE ft |l 

56. EEfEE f EfEET, 3TTER E ER | ff Rf ETE^E ff EET STffEffE RE ft ERff f Efffffl fET E 
Etf ETf ET 3EJEE TftET EE REE flET t ET Eff, E^ ER EET fET % ff ERff E ER ^TEE E fEE 
REf EE ERE RET TRJE ffET Ef^R RE EE EE ; jft RT f ffffE TfRu ft EfffEET ER EE ff EER 
ffET f I ff EERT ET TfR EETEf f TEE RJR RER RTf fR RJERftE ^TTffrff f ETE EE^Elf 
ffrr RTf ft RER | ERR ER, ffffEftE f?R f f^RE ERR ER ft RER f I RpR, RRR EE 
E^ IjffETffE ^fffPE f 3fr R^; rtr ft RffffsrfpR ERT f ff ER/ff ff. ERRE ffET ft RTR 
EffffffR STffffER, 1951 ftSTFE 10R f RsftE ffrfff ffET RTET Eiffel EE^TTR, ff rT-RH ETER, 
EEfRI RERT ERT | ff ff. EREE ffET ft ffff ETR RfffE ffff f ff rTrH RE EE REET pRE 
ETf%R ER f 3TTTETR ETE EET fft ffERET f fftT Rtf ETE EER ET aftffcE Eft EETE f EER RTR 
EffffffR STffffEE, 1951 ft STFE 77 EET SITR 78 f ETE EfR SITR 10E f R?ftE EE ETEH ft 
EPEE f 3 Ef f ffE fprffn ERT |l 

57. ETER E ffET ff f ’jf, E^ RRR ERT ETEptE | ff ETER ft EE ETSTTT ET 3TTE ft IJEElf f Prt 
ERT ff f ER (22 ^E, 2017) TTR SERE ER ffET EET | ff PtETEREElf f ffffE RT^ftERf E 
ETT ff RSE W f ffrf T[f E Rf TrPjf EpfERET E Eft RTET EET ETI EETff, ETER ft RE f ff 
E^ 3TTfR ErEff ft fP f ft Ep T^ ffREEEp ^frT f I E^ EIRE ffRR R EERET f RUM f 
fEETffE fI ER'ff ETR REE EpETE STTpR E ftp EET ER TF^i Tjff ffqr EET fl PtEt EREERT f 
ETE, TF^e ffTT EP ffffE ETT-ERE f ET^RT E EEpE Eff f, Pf| gEETE ft fffE EpEE, RePt 17 
ETp, 2017 ft, RE RTEfE EE ETEH gf%E ET, E ^P ETffR ffET EET ETI Rf STffpEE, 3EETE E 
EREERT ft ffPE EE E ’JW ET ff EET PtEt E2EEERT f Eff ft PffE EE f EE ffET EET ETET RR, ft 
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fpff WPTTf % f%R TOMf F T^T f% F eft Plf^d t 3TTT F ft F #T ^ TtjfTT || 

cr^;, ft^Fr %tftt ^ Tff, wFm# afp- Rnl^d wr tt 

TpTfFT |l 

^rf%TT, fwfferd F^Jf if, w 3TT%FT TT +l^l| *Tjff ^TT wff 3TF FTfRl 3F#fBf f^TT ^TeTT | I 

3^.^. TFFT) (ST. ^f#R- #ft) (sft tr.%. ^ftft) 

PHfan sirjw arrjFf PHT^h ajrjw 

ftft: ^=rf f%FRft 

fcTTT: 23/06/2017 


pT. 76/F. T. ft. TL /2009] 

st. FfffF#fr, PhI-m 3tpjtt 

ELECTION COMMISION OF INDIA 
ORDER 

New Delhi, the 23rd June, 2017 

In re: Account of election expenses of Dr. Narottam Mishra, returned candidate from 22-Datia Assembly 
Constituency at the general election to the Madhya Pradesh Legislative Assembly, 2008-Scrutiny of 
account under Section 10A of the Representation of the People Act, 1951. 

ORDER 

O. N. 44(E). —This case arises out of a complaint, dated 13 th April 2009, received from Shri Rajendra Bharti 
(hereafter, “Complainant”), a candidate contesting from 22-Datia Assembly Constituency for the general election to the 
Madhya Pradesh Legislative Assembly in 2008.Shri Navin Chawla, the then Election Commissioner, received a copy of 
the aforesaid complaint together with a complaint of Madhya Pradesh Congress Committee (hereafter “MPCC”), seeking 
order of the Election Commission of India (hereafter “Commission”),under Section 10A of the Representation of the 
People Act, 1951 on disqualification of Dr. Narottam Mishra (hereafter “Respondent”), a Member of M.P Legislative 
Assembly from 22-Datia Assembly Constituency. It was alleged that the Respondent had lodged an incorrect account of 
election expenditure in the general election to the Madhya Pradesh Legislative Assembly in 2008, which was not in 
accordance with the manner provided under Section 77 and Section 78 of the Representation of the People Act, 1951 
(hereafter, “RP Act 1951”) and Rules 86-89 of the Conduct of Elections Rules, 1961 (hereafter, “CER 1961”). 

2. The complaint dated 13th April 2009 received from the Complainant, enclosed with the complaint of MPCC, 
made the following allegations: 

a. The total expenditure shown by the Respondent was Rs. 2, 40,827 as detailed below: 


Vehicles Rent 

Rs. 16,800/- 

Diesel 

Rs.86, 727/- 

Loud Speaker 

Rs. 3,900/- 

Banners 

Rs. 11,400/- 

Office Rent 

Rs. 7,500/- 

Wall Painting 

Rs. 9,500/- 

Rent to municipality 

Rs. 10,000/- 

Security Amount 

Rs. 5,000/- 

TOTAL 

Rs. 2,40,827/- 
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However, the expenditure reported above did not include expenses on the following items: 

(i) Public Meetings and Rallies'. It was alleged that expenses incurred on various public meetings and rallies at 
various places in the constituency had not been shown in the accounts. The Complainant obtained 13 CDs from 
the District Electoral Officer (“DEO”), Datia, which allegedly showed rallies and activities undertaken by the 
Respondent for which no expenses have been reported in the account. The Complainant estimated that the 
minimum expenditure incurred for all such activities was Rs. 5, 30,093. 

(ii) Folders and Calendars: It was also alleged that apart from these rallies, expenditure had also been incurred on 
folders, calendars for Hindus and calendars for Muslims for which an estimated of Rs.l, 00,000 had been 
prepared by the Complainant. 

(iii) Newspaper advertisements: It was also alleged that the Respondent had published various advertisements in 
local newspapers circulated in the Datia Assembly Constituency and had incurred huge expenses on such 
publications. The Complainant submitted that about 35 newspaper advertisements had been collected by him 
and on the basis of name of the newspaper, date of publication and the size of publication, the minimum 
estimated expenditure prepared by the Complainant was Rs. 4, 79,860.A copy of rate list of the newspapers 
showing the rates of various paper publications according to their size had also been filed. 

(iv) Vehicle purchased and diesel consumed by the vehicle: It had also been alleged that the Respondent had 
concealed the ownership of 8-seated diesel vehicle purchased by him bearing registration No. HR-37B-1282, in 
his affidavit dated 04 th Nov 2008 filed along with his nomination form and did not disclose the expenditure on 
diesel consumed in the said vehicle which was used by his election agent Mr.Vivek Mishra. 

b. The Complainant alleged that the Respondent had incurred an estimated total election expenditure of Rs. 
13,50,780 which was in excess of the then maximum limit of Rs. 10 lakh prescribed under Rule 90 of the CER 
1961 and far more, in excess of the Rs. 2,40,827 reported by the Respondent in his account of election 
expenditure. 

c. The Complainant also alleged that the Respondent was liable for punishment under section 125A of the RP Act, 
1951 and Sections 199 and 200 of Indian Penal Code, 1860, for filing the false affidavits dated 04 th Nov 2008 
(submitted with the nomination papers) and 08 th Dec 2008 (submitted with the account of election expenditure) 
and concealing the information therein. 

d. The Complainant also contended that the Respondent was liable to be disqualified for a period of three years for 
contesting any election to Parliament and State Legislature, under Section 10A of the RP Act, 1951. 

3. The complaint received from the MPCC, dated 13 th April 2009, made the following allegations: 

a. The Respondent had engaged in gross violations of the Model Code of Conduct (hereafter “MCC”). 

b. Cases had been registered against the Respondent under Section 34(2) of the Madhya Pradesh Excise 
Act 1915 regarding distribution of sarees and liquor as well as for offences relating to Sections 153A, 188, 191, 
199 and 200 of the Indian Penal Code, 1860. 

c. It was also alleged that the Police was not taking proper action in regard to the above-mentioned cases. 

d. It was further alleged that the affidavit submitted by Respondent was false and he was liable for penalty 
under Section 125A of RP Act, 1951; the Respondent was also allegedly liable for disqualification under 
Section 77, Section 8 A and Section 10A of the RP Act, 1951 read with Rules 86-89 of the CER, 1961. 

4. On 13 th April 2009, the date of the complaint, the Complainant filed Election Petition No. 26/2009 in the High 
Court of Madhya Pradesh at Gwalior Bench, challenging the election of the Respondent under Section 81 and 
100(l)(b) of the RP Act, 1951 on ground of corrupt practices including incurring of election expenditure in excess 
of the prescribed limit. The Respondent challenged the maintainability of EP No. 26/2009 and moved an 
application for its dismissal, which was dismissed by the High Court vide order dated 26 th March 2010. The order 
dated 26 th March 2010 of the High Court was challenged before the Supreme Court by an SLP (Civil) 14984/2010 
in which the Supreme Court on 05 th July 2010 passed an order staying further proceedings. Another application 
(I.A No. 4603/2012) dated 29 th Nov 2012 was filed by the Complainant for withdrawal of the Election Petition 
No. 26/2009. After publication of the notice of withdrawal of the petition on the order of High Court dated 04 th 
Dec 2012, in the official gazette, two other applications were filed (namely, IA No. 564/2013, dated 20 th Jan 2013 
by Imtiaz Mohommad and I.A No.602/2013 dated 01 st Feb 2013by Tarique Mohommad)for substitution as 
petitioner in the Election Petition. The Supreme Court, by its order dated 1 st Sep 2014, vacated the stay for the 
limited purpose of enabling the High Court to decide the interim applications mentioned above. In the meantime, 
the Complainant filed an application (I.A. No. 430/2015) to withdraw the withdrawal application (I.A No. 
4603/2012) of Election Petition. The said interim applications were subsequently decided by the High Court vide 
order dated 27th October, 2015 together with the application (I.A No. 4603/2015) filed by the Complainant for 
withdrawal of the Election Petition. The High Court dismissed the applications in the said order. Furthermore, 
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counsels for both parties submitted that there were some remaining applications, I.A.Nos.14727 of 2009, 13327 of 
2009, 7629of 2010, 7628 of 2010 and 6178 of 2014 pertaining to the question of maintainability of the Election 
Petition, framing of additional issues, amendment in the said petition and substitution of petitioner, which were 
still pending. It was also argued by the counsels of both parties (the Complainant and the Respondent), that if the 
SLP is allowed by the Supreme Court, in which the maintainability of this Election Petition has been challenged, 
then, the Election Petition would stand dismissed automatically. Therefore, there is no need to decide the said 
pending applications at this stage as the proceedings have already been stayed in compliance of the Supreme 
Court's order dated 05 th July 2010. Thereafter, Supreme Court passed an order dated 26 th July, 2016 stating that 
since according to the submission of the counsel for respondent in this case (the Complainant in Election Petition), 
the application of withdrawal was entertained by the High Court in the matter (which was actually dismissed by 
the High Court as stated above), the SLP is dismissed having become infructuous. Further, counsel for the 
petitioner of SLP (the Respondent) submitted before the High Court that the order of the Supreme Court was 
passed on erroneous submissions as the application of withdrawal of the election petition was dismissed by the 
High Court vide order dated 27th October, 2015.The counsel for Respondents stated that since the SLP was 
dismissed on erroneous submissions by the counsel for Complainant, it was further requested to the High Court to 
dismiss the Election Petition with a liberty to the Complainant to make an application of revival of the Election 
Petition if so directed by the Supreme Court. The Complainant prayed that time of two weeks be granted to him to 
file his review petition in the Supreme Court against the order dated 26 th July, 2016 and to produce the Supreme 
Court orders on record. On 22 nd Sep 2016, the next hearing in the High Court, it was held that since the Supreme 
Court’s orders in respect of the review petition (R.C. No. 003970/2016) could not be produced by the 
Complainant on record as prayed by him earlier, the Election Petition is disposed of subject to the condition that if 
the review petition is allowed before the Supreme Court, the Complainant would be entitled to make an 
appropriate application to revive the Election Petition. The final fate of that Petition is not known. 

5. In so far as the complaint dated 13 th April 2009 received from MPCC by the Commission is concerned, a copy of 
the same was forwarded to the Chief Electoral Officer, (hereafter “CEO”) Madhya Pradesh on 29 th April 2009 for 
taking necessary action under intimation to the Commission, but no reply was received from the CEO, Madhya 
Pradesh with respect to the letter of the Commission dated 29 th April 2009. 

6. A subsequent complaint, dated 5 th July 2009, was also received from the Complainant, alleging various corrupt 
practices by the Respondent. The CEO, Madhya Pradesh vide letter dated 24 th July 2009 was asked to take 
following actions: 

a. To direct the Returning Officer for 22-Datia A.C to decide the issue regarding filing of false affidavit 
by the Respondent and concealing the fact of his ownership of a diesel vehicle, which was seized by the Police 
station, Zigna (issue raised in complaints dated 13 th April 2009 and 5 th July 2009) on the basis of the instructions 
issued by the Commission under section 125 A of the RP Act 1951. Immediate action was ordered in the matter, 
under report to the Commission. 

b. To submit the present position of the cases registered against the Respondent regarding distribution of 
liquor and sarees under Section 34 of Madhya Pradesh Excise Act, 1915 and Section 171B of IPC, 1860; cases 
registered under Section 153A , 188 of IPC, 1860; and Section 125 of the RP Act, 1951; 

c. To submit a report to the Commission regarding alleged distribution of voter slips bearing photo of the 
then Chief Minister of MP and Lotus symbol. 

7. A report from CEO, M.P in reply to the Commission’s letter dated 24 th July 2009, was received in the 
Commission on 12 th Aug, 2009. As per the report of the DEO, Datia which was forwarded by the CEO, M.P, in 
all the cases, action had been taken as per law and all cases were under consideration in the Courts. As regards 
the account of election expenses submitted by the Respondent, as per report of the DEO, Datia, the Respondent 
had submitted his account of election expenses within prescribed time on 6 th Jan, 2009 and in the manner 
provided under law, which was checked by the Observer from time to time. The total expenses mentioned in the 
account were Rs. 2, 40,627. Thereupon, Commission's letter dated 26 th Aug, 2009, directed the CEO, MP to 
keep the Commission periodically apprised of developments in the above mentioned court cases. 

8. Thereafter, a further representation dated 18 th April, 2010 was received in the Commission from the 
Complainant regarding the following matters: 

a. Non-consideration of his complaint in the matter of non-submission of true account of expenditure 
incurred by the Respondent. 

b. Filing a false affidavit, concealing the fact of his ownership of his diesel vehicle. 

The Commission decided that an enquiry should be initiated into the matter. The Complainant’s 
representation 18 th April, 2010, was subsequently forwarded to the CEO, MP for immediate detailed enquiry and 
report, by the Commission vide its letter dated 12 th Oct, 2010. 
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9. Subsequently, a further complaint, dated 18 th Sep, 2010 was received from the Complainant making following 
allegations: 

(i) That the account of election expenses submitted by the Respondent had been accepted by the DEO as 
correct, under undue pressurefrom the Govt, of Madhya Pradesh; 

(ii) That Dr.Narottam Mishra was being protected in other cases as well; 

(iii) That the reports sent by the DEO were not correct, 

(iv) That he had enclosed with his original complaint dated 9 th April, 2009,to the Commission all relevant 
documents and certified CDs, but the original complaint along with documents, certified CDs and list of 
annexures, were not traceable in the Commission’s record,which raised a question on the impartiality of the 
Election Commission. 

10. It is pertinent to mention that a Writ Petition No. 7553 of 2010 was filed in the Madhya Pradesh High Court by 
the Complainant (Rajendra Bharti v. Election Commission of India and ors ), praying therein for a direction to 
Election Commission of India to carry out enquiry under Section 10A of the Representation of the People Act, 
1951 and to decide the issue of disqualification in a time bound manner. The matter continued to pend before the 
High Court. Finally, the High Court adjudicated the Writ Petition on 28 th July 2016 wherein it decided that 
Election Commission of India was free to decide the issue of disqualification raised by the petitioner. 

11. The Commission vide it’s letter dated 26 th Nov 2010 to CEO M.P, called for the original copies of all the 
newspaper advertisements as mentioned in the complaint of the Complainant and the scanned copies of the 
original account of election expenditure submitted by the Respondent along with authenticated copy of 
CDs/DVDs of all video recording of public rallies, public meetings (if taken). 

12. The Complainant yet again filed a new representation dated 14 th Mar 2011 against the non-consideration of his 
complaint filed under Section 10A of the RP Act 1951 in respect of non-submission of the correct account of 
election expenditure by the Respondent, making the following allegations in addition to the previous 
complaints: 

a. That if a candidate fails to lodge a correct account of election expenditureor lodges an incorrect or false 
account, then, he is liable to face action against him separately under Section 10A of the RP Act 1951 by the 
Commission, apart from a criminal litigation and also under an Election Petition in the High Court. The 
Commissioncannot decline to interfere in the matter only because the matter is pending before civil and criminal 
courts. The Commission is duty bound to make its own inquiry. 

b. The Commissionis fully empowered to conduct an inquiry with respect to correct account lodged by a 
candidate in view of the judgment of the Supreme Court in L.R. Shivaramagowda vs. T.M Chandra Shekhar 
(AIR 1999 SC 252). The Complainant has submitted documentary evidence (original copies of the newspapers, 
tariff cards/rate lists, folders, calendars and CDs as obtained from DEO Datia office) in support of his 
complaint. 

c. The Complainant had submitted a reminder also with respect to consideration of his complaint but no 
action has been taken so far.lt is highly unfortunate that the original complaint dated 09 th April 2009, of the 
applicant has been misplaced from the Commission. 

d. No inquiry had been done with respect to the account submitted by the Respondent and it was 
intimated that the account was verified by the accounts officer, who is not empowered to make any inquiry with 
respect to the actual account submitted by the Respondent. DEO, Datia had also submitted the report under 
influence of the Respondent. 

e. In spite of the letter of theCommission dated 12 th Oct 2010 to DEO Datia, for an inquiry to be made 
against the Respondent, no action was taken as the Respondent holds the post of Cabinet Minister in 
Government of M.P and DEO Datia (Collector, Datia) was hand in glove with the Respondent. 

f. It was prayed that an independent inquiry must be conducted into the matter, as the allegations made by 
the Complainant were enough to show what amount actually had been incurred by the Respondent in the 
elections. 

g. That two years had lapsed and if the complaint filed by the Complainant was not decided now, it would 
be renderedinfructuous. 

13. A letter from CEO, M.Pdated 17 th Mar 2011was received in the Commission in reply to the Commission’s letter 
dated 26 th Nov, 2010, providing the CDs asked for, but the newspaper copies which were sought by the 
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Commission in the said letter, were missing with the reply. In the meanwhile, another letter from the 
Complainant was received along with posters, calendars and folders published by the Respondent in the 
elections of 2008.The Commission again, vide its letter dated 4 th May, 2011 asked the CEO, M.P, to obtain the 
relevant portions of the newspapers in original form from the Editors of the Newspapers along with the bills 
raised against the publications within 30 days for further scrutiny by the Commission. The xerox copies of the 
same alleged publications in the complaints of Complainant and of the MPCC, both dated 13 th April 2009 were 
annexed with the letter. It was also stated that the Complainant had alleged publication of 35 newspaper 
advertisements, etc. in his complaint before the Commission.A direction was also given by the Commission to 
depute a senior officer to collect the requisite information from the Editors of the newspapers and their agencies 
and submit them before the Commission in person within stipulated time. 

14. In the meanwhile, a further letter dated 12 th May, 2011 was received from the Complainant enclosing 13 CDs 
obtained by him from the DEO, Datiaoffice which were recorded during elections in 2008 in the Datia 
Constituency. 

15. The Commission sent several reminders to CEO, M.P dated 12 th May 2011, 2 nd June 2011 and 15 th June 2011, 
and received a letter of response from CEO, M.P dated 28 th June 2011 stating that out of five newspaper 
agencies, three - namely, Acharan Gwalior, NaiDuniya, Gwalior and DainikDatiaPrakashhave provided the 
information that there has been no publication of the news advertisement by their newspapers with respect to the 
sent copies of the news items and the newspaper cuttings which are in question are only news reports.Letter 
from Acharan Gwalior was sent by the ‘Head Moderator’ of the agency whereas letters from Nai Duniya and 
Dainik Datia Prakash were sent by the respective ‘Editor’ of the agency. The other two agencies have not yet 
given any response. 

16. A fresh complaint from the Complainant dated 28 th May, 2012 was received in the Commission.in which 40 
cases of suspected paid news were alleged along with the rate cards/tariffs of the relevant newspaper 
agencies.The Complainant filed original copies of the newspaper pages of DanikBhaskar, NaiDunia, 
DanikDatiaPrakashmd B.P.N Times wherein publications of news in favour of the Respondent have been made. 
The photocopies of news items along with photographspublished in newspaper Acharandated 15 th Nov 2008, 
25 th Nov 2008, and an “appeal” published on 27 th Nov 2008 in favour of the Respondent were attachedalong 
with the complaint. Based on the rate cards/tariffs received by the newspaper agencies, the Complainant alleged 
that a total expenditure of Rs. 6, 07,980/- on the publications was made by the Respondent. The Complainant 
also alleged that the original copies of the alleged publications sought by the Commission from the Complainant 
were deliberately not sent by the DEO, Datia and by the Public Relation Officer despite the repeated directions 
of the Commission. 

17. A letter from the Commission dated 20 th June, 2012 to DEO, Datia was sent askingthe following details: 

(i) Certified copies of the bills/vouchers against the items mentioned in (a), (b) and (c) of (ii) and (iii). 

(ii) Whether the Respondent had shown any amount against the publication of his appeal with photos in: 

(a) ‘DainikBhaskar’, dated 27 th Nov 2008, 

(b) ‘Acharan’, dated 27 th Nov 2008, 

(c) ‘DainikDatiaPrakash’ dated 27 th Nov 2008, 

(iii) Whether the Respondent had shown meeting expenses as reported by the Press in: 

(a) ‘DainikBhaskar’, dated 20 th Nov 2008, 

(b) ‘Naiduniya’ dated 18 th Nov 2008, 

(c) ‘Naiduniya’ dated 26 th Nov 2008, 

(iv) Whether the different newspapers had received any payment for publishing the same news verbatim 
and the media houses concerned had submitted the declaration obtained from the publisher (signed by him) and 
attested by two persons (as required under Section 127A of the RP Act) or not. 

18. The DEO, Datia vide his letter dated 25 th July, 2012 sent the expenditure statement of Rs. 2,40,827 lodged by 
the Respondenttogether with responses given by the aforementioned media houses in which all of them denied 
that any bills or vouchers had been raised for publication. The details of the statements given by the media 
houses are as follows: 
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S. No. 

Name of the Document 

Brief Contents 

1 . 

Letter to Collector and District 
Election Officer, Datia from Editor, 
Acharan(EX-D/7) 

This office has not published any advertisement with 
respect to Dr. Narottam Mishra. Thus, no verified copy 
of related bill can be provided. 

2. 

Letter to Chief Electoral Officer from 

Editor, DainikBhaskar(EX-D/8) 

Dr. Narottam Mishra has not given any advertisement 
and neither any such advertisement has been published. 
Thus, no verified copy of related bill can be provided. 

3. 

Letter to Collector and District 
Election Officer, Datia from United 
Head, NaiDuniya(EX-D/9) 

This office has not published any advertisement with 
respect to Dr. Narottam Mishra. Thus, no verified copy 
of related bill can be provided. 

4. 

Letter to Collector and District 
Election Officer, Datia from District 
Reporter, B.P.N Times(EX-D/10) 

This newspaper has been discontinued from May, 2011. 
Thus, no related payment with respect to any 
advertisement has been made. 

5. 

Letter to Collector and District 
Election Officer, Datia from Bureau 
Chief, DainikBhaskar, Gwalior(EX- 
D/l 1) 

No payment has been received with respect to above 
subject. 

6. 

Letter to Collector and District 
Election Officer, Datia from District 
Reporter, Dainik Acharan, 

Gwalior (EX-D/12) 

No payment has been received with respect to above 
subject. 

7. 

Letter to Collector and District 
Election Officer, Datia from District 
Reporter, Dainik Nai Duniya, 
Gwalior(EX-D/l 3) 

No payment has been received with respect to above 
subject. 

8. 

Letter to Collector and District 
Election Officer, Datia from Editor- 
in-chief, Dainik Datia Prakash, 
Datia(EX-D/14) 

No payment has been received with respect to above 
subject. 


19. Considering the documents on record, the Commission decided to call the meeting of theCommission’s National 
Level Committee on Paid News (hereafter, “Committee”)in order to examine the 42 suspected cases of Paid 
News which were published in DanikBhaskar, NaiDunia, Aacharan, DainikDatiaPrakashand BPN Times, 
Gwalior and brought to the notice of the Commissionthrough several representations by the Complainant. The 
Committee comprised of the following members: 

i. Shri GhanshyamGoel, Additional Director General, Directorate of Audio Visual Publicity, Government 
of India. 

ii. Shri S. Mathias, Additional Director General (News), All India Radio. 

iii. Shri NeerajBajpai, Senior Journalist, (Nominated by Press Council of India) 

iv. Shri Shangara Ram, Principal Secretary, Election Commission of India. 

v. Shri K. Ajay Kumar, Principal Secretary, Election Commission of India. 

vi. Shri K.F Wilfred, Principal Secretary, Election Commission of India. 

vii. Shri Bernard John, Secretary, Election Commission of India. 

viii. Ms. Padma Angmo, Deputy Secretary, Election Commission of India—Convenor. 

The Committee held its meeting on 5 th and 12 th September, 2012 respectively.The Committee considered the following 
42 paid news items in question: 
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List of alleged publications scrutinised by the Paid News Committee: 


S. No. 

Headline of the news item 

Name of the News paper 

Date 

1. 

“Qrf^T 31Pt 

Dainik Bhaskar, Gwalior 

08/11/08 

2. 

cTC ^TcTFl 3 TpRT £ : <rU)cdd" 

Dainik Bhaskar, Gwalior 

09/11/08 

3. 

RhRldTlcdd 

Dainik Bhaskar, Gwalior 

10/11/08 

4. 

"TJ3B cf>cJ3T 3lk ^ d'0nrl<H" 

Dainik Bhaskar, Gwalior 

12/11/08 

5. 

"R TfflTal cfTT Bht" 

Dainik Bhaskar, Gwalior 

13/11/08 

6. 

“oRrfT % Tt 3T 3T3 TcT dTlcdd” 

Dainik Bhaskar, Gwalior 

15/11/08 

7. 

"^TT3 flfcT # sTpTf TTToT C3TR7: <H<lrd<W" 

Dainik Bhaskar,Gwalior 

16/11/08 

8. 

’HldJIK BhT^Tq^TTCRTThW d^rdd" 

N 

Dainik Bhaskar,Gwalior 

18/11/08 

9. 

"£rT TROT OT2T ?RRTT: d4lcd<h" 

Dainik Bhaskar,Gwalior 

20/11/08 

10. 

"apTW ^cfT: d4lcr<H" 

Dainik Bhaskar,Gwalior 

20/11/08 

11. 

"3ft. 3T37 % # olcri^cHN 3TT3T" 

Dainik Bhaskar,Gwalior 

21/11/08 

12. 

"^T 3TT3T 0RT : ^TTcT dllcd=H" 

Dainik Bhaskar,Gwalior 

22/11/08 

13. 

RhRT% oPTd-dcrld 3R^T" 

Dainik Bhaskar,Gwalior 

23/11/08 

14. 

3#rjT cJ7J7R7 4?T 33RT:5T. d<lcd<H ZPOT” 

Dainik Bhaskar,Gwalior 

24/11/08 

15. 

^ 37T3mT 4?T $\ R^T, d<1rd<h fT TRT2T" 

Dainik Bhaskar,Gwalior 

26/11/08 

16. 

RT^fcRPTtM7Rr<rKlcd<H 3T^T" 

Dainik Bhaskar,Gwalior 

26/11/08 

17. 

" cRhRl PT d<lcd<H WTT Tl qt <Hd4ldl" 

Dainik Bhaskar,Gwalior 

27/11/08 

18. 

" W 3TRR"(Direct Appeal) 

Dainik Bhaskar,Gwalior 

27/11/08 

19. 

cJobl^H^HJcbdHIdJH-il: 5T. RTlccRT JP5TT” 

Dainik Bhaskar,Gwalior 

27/11/08 

20. 

”....dt f^7 oPJ WFr 3RRT £ : d'Ocdd" 

Nai Duniya, Gwalior 

11/11/08 

21. 

“3RRT % Tt 3T 3T3 TcT dTlcd-h'’ 

Nai Duniya, Gwalior 

15/11/08 

22. 

''3TT3Tm ft cRT TRhcfT (? srfcRTT cR cJcfTRT" 

Nai Duniya, Gwalior 

16/11/08 

23. 

"^TTc5 fer # ^rrf ?TTR ^ C7TRT: <h4IctI<H" 

Nai Duniya, Gwalior 

17/11/08 

24. 

”3TraiTT3it7f^fr^cfr7R^rf:: jpjtt" 

Nai Duniya, Gwalior 

18/11/08 

25. 

“d.hldchl^d'HdlMft” 

Nai Duniya, Gwalior 

18/11/08 

26. 

"£rtt trot yra zrrtt: d<lcdd" 

Nai Duniya, Gwalior 

20/11/08 

27. 

"5T. ?7^T4B^W0q^dd^dN 33751" 

Nai Duniya, Gwalior 

21/11/08 

28. 

”^r arm mtt ^q^rra - d7lcd<w" 

Nai Duniya, Gwalior 

22/11/08 

29. 

"cjf^TTT cR RfR7d<lcd<H ^ryT2T 377RT7" 

Nai Duniya, Gwalior 

24/11/08 

30. 

3#rn 37JTR7 35R7: 5T. d<1cd<h 3737T" 

Nai Duniya, Gwalior 

25/11/08 

31. 

"Sf^TTT TT dllrdd 3fR eRT3qT 37f?tfQqH" 

Nai Duniya, Gwalior 

26/11/08 

32. 

"d^-Ulchl Bra7T^3lk31ldddcR>Hiail^<Allt^: =T. 3737T" 

Nai Duniya, Gwalior 

26/11/08 

33. 

"<H7lcd<H offcT TT ?frTT ^Icl^l BhT cRf>m"(Direct Appeal) 

Nai Duniya, Gwalior 

27/11/08 

34. 

"57. T^TT^^OTSfcrzrdd^dM 33T3T" 

B.P.N Times, Gwalior 

21/11/08 

35. 

"STfcTTTT ^ dl)cd<H ^ qRTcfr 4H JTlcbLui ^ SR17 3RT^ CRT #" 

B.P.N Times, Gwalior 

25/11/08 
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36. 


B.P.N Times, Gwalior 

26/11/08 

"c^ld^l <n 'Mm) 3hIo1MI mg g"K1ccI<H 

37. 

“dt cTC dHTl 3 TpRT $ : <H'0cd<H" 

Acharan Gwalior 

15/11/08 

38. 

"SlfcHn 3#jtt w 4?T 3S1H - : ST. 3TOT" 

Acharan Gwalior 

25/11/08 

39. 

" cftl fcTTcT'TT TH7T: oTST^ t? dllcdd FT dddldl" 

Acharan Gwalior 

27/11/08 

40. 

"ST. TT-W % TTTTSfcT tpicTT^T d<Hld TTS^ht TT" 

Dainik Datia Prakash 

27/11/08 

41. 

^ v ^ v v v rv • 

Dainik Datia Prakash 

26/11/08 

"dld^ll <H <£i dcY < r Klcvl‘H ^Id M^>cHI MBd" 

42. 

"dddld 5HT3tf FlHUTf^rt^H"(I)irect Appeal) 

Dainik Datia Prakash 

27/11/08 


On the scrutiny of each of the said 42 paid news items/articles of DainikBhaskar, NaiDuniya, Aacharan, 
DainikDatiaPrakash and BPN Times, Gwalior, the Committee made the following observations: 

i. The items in question appeared nearly daily from 8 th Nov to 27 th Nov, 2008 in the fivenewspapers. 

ii. The news items carried information only about Dr. Narottam Mishra and appeared heavily in his 
favour. There werefeatures and appeals as well, among these clippings. The news items appeared to 
read more like an election advertisement for the candidate than a news report. 

iii. One particular news item with same headline appeared on 15 th Nov in Aacharan, on 11 th Nov in 
NaiDuniya and on 9 th Nov in DainikBhaskar, with the body of the news items, reproduced verbatim. 

iv. News items carried headlines like, ‘VikaskeliyeNarottam Mishra kiJeetJaroori’, ‘Narottam Hi 
Pehlipasand’, ‘DatiameinNarottamkijeetlagbhagSunishchit’ - which appeared to heavily promote Dr. 
Narottam Mishra. 

v. Nearly all the news items appeared without the name of the Reporter. Most items had ‘Bhaskar Impact’ 
or ‘Election Special Series’, or ‘Impact Feature’ written at the corner of the item. 

vi. The articles didnot refer to any opposition candidate, or his/her campaign and did not carry any content 
that to supply a balancing perspective. 

The Committee agreed that all the 42 news items/articles werebiased, one-sided and aimed at furthering the 
prospects of the candidate (Dr. Narottam Mishra). Some of the reported items weredirect appeals, while 
othersreadlike advertisements in favour of the candidate. The Committee after detailed discussion and 
afterexamining all aspects of the case, came to the conclusion that the articles/items published in various 
newspapers appeared to be surrogate advertisements and fit to be taken under existing definition of Paid News 
i.e. “any news or analysis appearing in any media (Print & Electronic) for a price in cash or kind as 
consideration ” as given by the Press Council of India. 

20. After due consideration of the above report of the Committee on Paid News, the Commission found it to be a fit 
case for further inquiry. Accordingly, it issued a Show Cause Notice dated 15 th January, 2013 to the Respondent 
under sub-rule (5) of Rule 89 of the Conduct of Election Rules, 1961 wherein it was stated as follows: 

“Whereas, General Election to Madhya Pradesh Legislative Assembly was called by the Governor of 
the State under Section 15 of the Representation of the People Act, 1951 vide notification no. 14-Law-3-Elec-FV- 

MP-LA-2008, dated 31 October, 2008; and 

Whereas, you had contested the said General Election from 22-Datia Assembly Constituency; and 

Whereas, under Section 77(1) of the Representation of the People Act, 1951, every candidate at an 
election is required to keep a separate and correct account of all the expenditure in connection with an election 
incurred or authorized by the candidate or his election agent between the date of filing of nomination paper and 
the date of declaration of the election; and 

Whereas under Section 78 of the Representation of the People Act, 1951 the candidate is required to 
lodge with the District Election Officer a true copy of the account kept by him under Section 77 within 30 days 
of the declaration of result of the election; and 

Whereas, you lodged your account expenses with the District Election Officer, Datia, on 06 ,b Jan 2009; 

and 

Whereas it has been observed that 42(forty two) news items/articles appeared nearly daily from 8 th to 
27 th November 2008 in 4 newspapers, namely, Dainik Bhaskar, Nai Duniya, Acharan and Dainik Datia 
Prakash, which read more like an election advertisement in favour of you alone rather than a news report; and 
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Whereas, these 42 news items/articles have been scrutinized by the Committee on Paid News 
constituted by the Commission; and 

Whereas the said Committee, after detailed discussions and after examining all aspects of the case, has 
come to the conclusion that these articles/items, published in various newspapers appear to be advertisements 
in the garb of news and merit to fall within the definition of ‘Paid News’ that is to say, ‘any news or analysis 
appearing in any media (Print and Electronic) for a price in cash or kind as consideration and 

Whereas, a copy of the minutes of the meeting of the Committee on Paid News dated 12 th Sep 2012, 
together with the copies of the 42 relevant news items/articles, are attached herewith as Annexure to the notice; 
and 


Whereas, on the perusal of the said account of election expenses sent by the DEO, Datia, under Section 
78 of the Representation of the People Act, 1951, it is observed that the expenditure incurred on release of these 
advertisements in the nature of the Paid News has not been reflected in the said account of election expenses 
maintained under Section 77 of the Representation of the People Act, 1951 and lodged with the District Election 
Officer, Datia of the under Section 78 of the Representation of the People Act, 1951; 

Now, therefore, under sub rule (5) of the Rule 89 of the Conduct of Election Rules, 1961, the Election 
Commission hereby gives you a notice to show cause why you should not be disqualified for your failure to 
maintain a true and correct account of your election expenditure as required by law, for not lodging the true 
account of your election expenditure by suppressing/undervaluing the expenditure towards advertisements 
published in various newspapers, and thus having failed to lodge your account of election expenses in the 
manner required by law. 

The reasons of the said default should be explained by you in writing and should reach the Commission 
within 20 days from the date of receipt of this notice. 

In case, you fail to do so, within the time stipulated above, you will render yourself liable, without any 
further reference in the matter, for disqualification under Section 10A of the Representation of the People Act, 
1951 for being chosen as, and for being, a member of either House of Parliament or of the Legislative Assembly 
or Legislative Council of a State or Union Territory for a period of 3 years from the date of order of the 
Commission declaring you to be so disqualified. 

Extracts of the Sections 10A, 77 and 78 of the Representation of the People Act, 1951 and of the Rules 
86 and 89 of the Conduct of Election Rules, 1961 are enclosed. The Commission also affords you an opportunity 
to inspect, if you so desire, the relevant documents /files by giving prior intimation of three working days. 

Given under the seal of the Election Commission of India on 15' h January 2013. ” 

21. The Respondent filed the first reply dated 28 th Jan, 2013 to the show cause notice of the Commission wherein he 
stated that the documents/materials on the basis of which the notice had been issued, had not been supplied to 
him. In the reply he requested that the said documents/materials be supplied to him to enable him to file a 
complete and effective reply to the notice. Accordingly, a letter dated 1 st March 2013 was sent by the 
Commission to the Respondent seeking further response from him, and allowed him an opportunity of 
inspection of all relevant files in the Commission’s record. The Respondent had, in addition, raised some 
preliminary objections regarding issue of show cause notice to himas follows: 

(i) The Respondent contended that the primary requirement to hold an inquiry in the instant matter 
depended upon the report submitted by DEO under sub-rule (2) of Rule 89 of the CER, 1961 which is 
reproduced as under: 

“(2) Where the District election officer is of the opinion that the account of election expenses of any candidate 
has not been lodged in the manner required by the Act and these rules, he shall with every such report fomard to 
the Election Commission the account of election expenses of that candidate and the vouchers lodged along with 
it. ” 

The submission of an adverse report under the above sub-rule is a precondition to hold enquiry which is not so in 
the present matter. Thus the show cause notice issued is contrary to Rule 89 of the CER, 1961. 

(ii) A suo moto inquiry by the Commission cannot be held in the present matter as it is held either on the 
basis of the adverse report of the DEO. 

(iii) The allegation of incorrect furnishing of the account was raised after filing of the account and no 
inquiry was initiated by the Commission in its wisdom till after four years of the filing of the account. The 
inquiry now initiated by the Commission is highly belated and on account of delay, memory fades and this would 
be disadvantageous to the Respondent. 
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(iv) The election law insists that to unseat a returned candidate, the allegation must be specifically alleged 
and strictly proved to have been committed bythe candidate or his election agent or by any other person with the 
consent of the returned candidate. The present notice has been issued on the basis of the assumption and 
presumption of the Committee on paid news. Therefore, holding of an inquiry would not be in consonance of 
with the policy of law. 

(v) The notice issued on the basis of the report of the Committee on paid news appointed to hold inquiry, 
does not disclose the source of information for reaching any conclusion, which is a material defect in the 
conclusion drawn by the Committee and no such report can be the basis of holding inquiry in the matter. The 
notice needs to be recalled on this ground. 

22. The Respondent then inspected the files in the Commission on 22 nd May, 2013 and obtained the copies of the 
relevant documentsasked for by him.After further requests made by the Respondent.regarding the further 
remaining inspection, the second and final inspection of the files was done by him on 16 th July, 2013. 

23. Thereafter, the Commission vide its letter dated 19 th July, 2013 asked the Respondent to submit his reply to the 
Commission's Notice dated 15 th Jan, 2013 by 30 th July, 2013. Then, final reply to the Commission’s notice by the 
Respondent was received in the Commission on 29 th July, 2013 making the following submissions: 

(i) Notice has been issued to the Respondent without considering if any prima facie case exists to do the 
same as the notice is based only on the report of the Committee on the paid news and not on any finding which 
has been made by the Commission itself. Also, the report of the Committee nowhere shows that the Noticee was 
anywhere involved in the publication of the news articles under consideration.lt is common knowledge that in 
election, the opposite party also plays mischief with the candidate and apprehending the defeat, they try to create 
a circumstance and collect materials for challenging the election after the result is declared. The notice has been 
issued without recording any satisfaction of the Commission that the action taken against the Respondent is 
necessary. 

(ii) Another basis on which the notice was sent were certain newspaper reports which are not admissible as 
evidence (as held by the Supreme Court in AIR 1969 SC 1201 S.N. Balakrishna vs. Farnandez and AIR 1994 SC 
1733 Quamarul Islam vs. S.K Kanta) until and unless manuscript is obtained from the concerned newspaper. 

(iii) Considering the note-sheet of the Election Commission, there was a situation of confusion in the 
Commission as to whether the notice must be issued to the Noticee or not. 

(iv) The notice and action is highly belated and the propriety demands that no action be taken just before 
the ensuing elections. 

(v) A parallel proceeding on the same subject matter was instituted in the High Court by the Petitioner. If 
the inquiry is initiated by the Election commission then the likelihood of the conflicting decisions cannot be ruled 
out. Also, multiplicity of proceedings is neither in the interest of the party nor in the interest of the public (as held 
in Ram Sumer vs. State of M.P 1985(1 )SCC427). 

(vi) According tothe case of AIR1999SC252 L.R Shivaramagowda v. T.M. Chandrashekhar, the complaint 
should contain the information that the newspaper contained the paid news and that the newspaper was circulated 
in the constituency for the purposes of general public.Also, there must be sufficient material to show that the 
news was printed and the elected candidate was the source of such news.Unless this is shown, mere publication 
of the news is of no consequence to the candidate. In absence of such allegations, the notice deserves to be 
quashed. 

(vii) No complaint as to the nature of the publication of paid news was noticed or made to the Observer or to 
the District Election Officer. 

(viii) In spite of the directions which were issued to the DEO, CEOs of all the States and Chief Secretaries of 
all the States regarding advertisements in the Print Media, nobody was taking cognizance of the news and 
everybody considered the news as routine news.On 08 th June 2010, a circular was issued in which the paid news 
was taken note of and the District Committee was required to keep a watch on the election news. In spite of these, 
the District Committee was functioning at the time of election in which the relevant dispute has arisen did not 
notice that the alleged news were so considered as paid news. 

(ix) It is submitted that the allegations that any account was spent by the Respondent in publication of the 
newspaper reports is vehemently denied and the details of the disputes would be submitted after receiving 
documents and consideration of the preliminary reply. 

(x) It is therefore prayed that the notice may kindly be recalled and the proceedings may be dropped. 

24. Simultaneously, a Writ Petition No.6023/2013 was filed by Respondent in the High Court of Madhya Pradesh at 
Gwalior Bench, challenging the validity of notice issued to him by the Election Commission and also the 
competence of the Commission under Section 10A of the RP Act, 1951. A stay was granted on the proceedings 





[*TFT Il-^rg 3(iii) ] 


W ^BT JETO : 3raT£rRnT 


45 


of the Commission by an order of the High Court on 29 th Aug 2013 which was subsequently vacated by the order 
dated 09 th Oct 2013. Later, the petition was disposed of by the High Court by an order dated 28 th July, 2016 with 
a direction to the Commission to decide the interlocutory applications filed by the Respondent before the 
Commission, if already not decided, within a period of three months from the date of receipt of certified copy of 
the order and proceed to decide the dispute in a time bound manner so as to maintain the faith of litigant in the 
system. 

25. A Writ Petition No. 3512/2011 was also filed by one Radha Mohan Soni on 27 th May 2011 before the High Court 
of Madhya Pradesh at Gwalior Bench challenging the jurisdiction of the Commission under Section 10 A of the 
Representation of Peoples Act, 1951 to go into the depth of alleged incorrectness or falsity of the return of 
election expenses maintained by any candidate under Section 77 (1) and 77 (2) as lodged under Section 78 of the 
Representation of Peoples Act, 1951. An interim relief was granted to the petitioner in this case which had the 
effect of staying the proceedings against the Respondent before the Commission.Later, it was decided by the 
High Court that petitioner may take up the issue raised in this writ petition with respect to jurisdiction of the 
Commission to decide the issue of disqualification under Section 10 (A) of the Representation of the People Act, 
1951 before the Commission and which shall be decided by the said authority. 

26. Meanwhile, after considering the reply of the Respondent, the Commission decided to call the parties for hearing 
on 22 nd October 2013. After the said hearing, where the Respondent prayed for deferment of the hearing, he 
filedan application to terminate the proceedings before the Commission on the ground of pendency of the 
Election Petition filed by the Complainant and similar matters being subjudice before the courts. He again filed 
an application for supplying the copy of minutes of the meetings dated 05 th Sep 2012 of the Paid News 
Committee in order to furnish the proper and complete response to the notice issued him. He also filed an 
application for granting leave to cross examine the Members of the Paid News Committee. Parallely, Respondent 
filed a Writ Appeal No. 486/2013 challenging the order of the Single Bench of the High Court in W.P No. 
6023/2013 dated 09 th Oct 2013 whereby the High Court had vacated the stay in the proceedings before the 
Commission. An interim order was passed in the said Writ Appeal No. 486/2013 by the Division Bench of the 
High Court dated 11 th Oct 2013, wherein the Single Bench of the High Court was given the liberty to decide the 
W.P No. 6023/2013 on merits and the Commission along with the respondents in the Writ Appeal were also 
provided the liberty to move to the Supreme Court in regard to modification of the order of the High Court dated 
11 th Oct 2013. Thereupon, the Respondent filed an application before the Commission to recall the hearing on 
22 nd Oct 2013. He also filed an application for listing other cases related to the paid news along with his case. He 
filed an objection regarding constitution of the paid news Committee and its proceeding which had taken place on 
12 th Sep 2012. He again filed an application to defer the hearing scheduled in the Commission on 22 nd Oct 2013 
on the date of hearing itself and prayed for time to file an SLP in the Supreme Court against the order of the High 
Court dated 11 th Oct 2013 in Writ Appeal No. 486/2013. 

27. On the other hand. Complainant filed an application dated 22 nd Oct 2013, for early disposal of his complaint 
against the Respondent. The Complainant also filed an application to restrict the Respondent to participate in the 
elections of the year 2013 to the Legislative Assembly of M.P. The Commission further fixed the hearing on 18 th 
Nov 2013. The Respondent filed an another application dated 01 st Nov 2013for postponing the date of hearing in 
view of the elections scheduled on 25 th Nov 2013 in M.P. The Commission thereupon fixed the next date of 
hearing on 29 th Nov 2013. The Respondent again filed an application on the date of hearing i.e. 29 th Nov 2013, to 
defer the hearing in view of the SLP No. 035006/2013 filed by him which was listed to be heard on 29 th Nov 
2013 itself in the Supreme Court. The SLP filed by the Respondent was finally disposed of by the Supreme Court 
on 14 th Oct 2014 holding that the Commission is empowered to enquire into the correctness of the account of 
election expenditure filed by the Respondent, following the decision of the Supreme Court in Ashok Shankarrao 
Chavan’s Case ( AIR2014SC310). 

28. The Commission then conducted detailed hearings for both the parties on 22 nd October 2013, 29 th Nov 2013,8 th 
September 2014, 11 th November 2014, 2 nd February 2015, 12 th February 2015, 10 th March 2015, 09 th July 2015, 
15 th July, 2015, 27 th July 2015, 16 th September 2015, 26 th Oct 2015, 30 th November 2015, 23 rd December 2015, 
21 st Jan 2016, 13 th April 2016, 26 th May 2016, 08 th August 2016, 24 th August 2016, 06 st September 2016, 21 st 
October 2016, 28 th November 2016, 09 th January 2017 and 17 th March 2017. On the hearing on 8 th September 
2014, the Commission framed the following issues, in consultation with the learned counsels for both the parties: 

i. Whether the news articles, ‘appeals’ with photograph of the Respondent, advertisements etc. in various 
newspapers namely, Dainik Bhaskar, Nai Duniya, Dainik Datia Prakash, Acharan Gwalior and B.P.N 
Times, published during the election process in Datia Constituency, amount to “paid news’Vadvertisments 
in connection with the election of the Respondent? 

ii. Whether the expenditure on the alleged publications has been incurred/authorised either by the Respondent 
or by his election agent or by any other person with direct or implied consent or knowledge of the 
Respondent or his election agent within the meaning of Section 77 of the Representation of the People Act, 
1951 
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iii. Whether the expenses incurred/authorised in such publications are included in the account of election 
expenses lodged by the Respondent? 

iv. Whether the Respondent has failed to lodge the true and correct account of election expenses as required 
by and under the law? 

v. Whether the Respondent has good reason or justification for such failure to lodge his account of election 

expenses in the manner as required under the law? 

vi. Whether the Respondent is liable to be disqualified by the Election Commission of India under section 
10A read with Section 77 and 78 of the R.P Act, 1951? 

29. On 26 th May 2016, the respondent submitted a list of 18 witnesses to be examined in his defense. On due 
consideration, the Commission found that the evidence of only 4 of those witnesses (including Respondent) is 
relevant. The Complainant submitted that he alone would like to be examined in support of his case. 
Accordingly, the evidence of the above witnesses was recorded in the presence of both the parties on 9 th July 
2015, 15 th July, 2015, 27 ,h July 2015, 16 ,h Sep 2015, 26 th Oct 2015, 30 th Nov 2015, 23 rd Dec 2015, 21 st Jan 2016, 
13 th April 2016, 26 th May 2016, 08 th August 2016, 24 th August 2016 and 06^' September 2016, as they were cross 
examined at length by the counsels of both the parties. 

30. An interim order dated 18 th March, 2015 was passed by the Commission to decide the question raised by the 
Respondent whether the proceeding based on complaint filed by the Complainant under Section 10A of the 
Representation of the People Act, 1951 is fit to be stayed in view of Section 10 of Civil Procedure Code, 1908 as 
the Election Petition No. 26/2009 was pending before the High Court. It was decided by the Commission in view 
of Section 10 of Civil Procedure Code, 1908 that the language of the provision suggests that it is referable to a 
civil suit instituted in the civil court and it cannot be applied to the proceedings of other nature instituted under 
any other statute. Neither an Election Petition is a Civil Suit nor can a proceeding under Section 10A of the 
Representation of the People Act, 1951 be called as civil proceeding. Also, placing reliance on the judgment in 
the case of Ashok Shankarrao Chavan v. ECI &ors, wherein it was held that the Election Petition pending before 
a High court and the proceeding before the Commission under Section 10A of the Representation of the People 
Act, 1951, are two separate and independent proceedings and both can proceed simultaneously without inviting 
any embargo from any corner. In the context of the matter, the Commission opined that Section 10 of CPC, 1908 
is not applicable in this case and the present proceedings under Section 10A of the Representation of the People 
Act, 1951 cannot be stayed. The Commission further took note of the plea of the petitioner for expeditious 
disposal of the matter. 

31. In the meanwhile, the Complainant submitted a representation stating that he had submitted rate lists/ tariff cards 
of DainikBhaskar, B.P.N Times DainikAcharan vide his application dated 13 th April 2016. The Respondent 
requested to produce the said document in the hearing on 24 th August 2016. As the said documents were not 
found in the record, an inquiry was conducted in the Commission by the Registry section and the Receipt and 
Issue Section with respect to the alleged misplaced files in the Commission. After scrutiny of the records in the 
Registry Section, it was found that the representation was not received in the Registry Section. It was found that 
the Receipt and Issue Section admitted that the representation was received in the Receipt and Issue Section but it 
was sent to the concerned section without being entered in the dairy of the said section. Considering the issue of 
misplacement of the representation made by the Respondent dated 09 th April 2009 and 13 th April 2016, Receipt 
and Issue section was directed that all the posts received in name of the RCC and Registry section would be 
diarised without fail, and would be kept in a separate folder and would be delivered in the office of Director 
(law)/Registrar after getting due acknowledgement. 

32. The Commission then heard the arguments of both the parties on 21 st October 2016, 28 th November 2016, 09 th 
January 2017 and 17 th March 2017. Both the Parties also submitted the written synopses of their arguments in 
addition to their oral submissions before the conclusion of the hearings on 17 th March 2017 which were also 
exchanged between the parties themselves. At such conclusion of the hearings on 17 th March 2017, the learned 
counsels for both the parties confirmed that they had no further submissions to make either orally or in writing in 
this matter. 

33. The Complainant relied on the following averments in hiswritten as well as oral submissions: 

(i) The Complainant had contended that the Committee on paid news, which observed the 42 alleged news items 
in the category of the “paid news”, was composed of the members of the Press Council of India and experts from 
the Election Commission. On the basis of the report of the said Committee, the Show Cause Notice was issued to 
the Respondent.Also, the Show Cause Notice didnot mention anything about the Complainant and the 
Commission is fully empowered to initiate such a proceeding. 

(ii) The Complainant had contended that the Respondent in his reply had stated that proceedings under Section 
10A of the RP Act 1951 attract only when there is a failure to lodge the account of election expenditure. The 
Respondent has also stated that when an Election Petition is pending against him in the High Court, the 
proceedings under Section 10A of the RP Act 1951 are not maintainable. The Complainant.against the above 
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issuesraised by the Respondent, had contended that they have already been decided by the Supreme Court on 05 th 
Mar 2014, in Ashok Shankarrao Chavan Vs. Dr. Madhavrao Kinhalkar and Ors (AIR2014SC310) in Para no. 59 
as follows: 

59. As compared to the nature of proceedings of an Election Petition, when we examine the scope 
and jurisdiction of the Election Commission under Section 10A, at the outset it must be stated that 
the power and jurisdiction therein does not clothe the Election Commission to deal with the 
successful election of the candidate concerned. In other words, exercising power Under Section 
10A, the Election Commission cannot set aside the election of a successful candidate. Section 10A 
talks of only an order of disqualification that can be passed by an Election Commission. Further, 
such disqualification order can be passed for failure to lodge an account of election expenses and 
such failure was within the time and in the manner required by or under the Act, Therefore, the 
scope of an Election Petition to be tried by an Election Tribunal (High Court) and the scope of an 
order of disqualification to be passed Under Section 10A are entirely different and it must be 
stated that one does not conflict with the other. 

(iii) The Complainant had contended that the Respondent had averred that since the complaint relates to the 
election of 2008 and the Show Cause Notice was sent in 2013, thus the proceedings against him are not 
maintainable under Section 10A of the RP Act 1951. The Complainant hadaverred against this contention that 
there is no bar to continue with the proceedings under Section 10A of the RP Act 1951 whereas the Respondent 
himself had adopted the delaying tactics. 

(iv) The Complainant had contended that the proceedings under Section 10A of the RP Act 1951 are purely civil 
in nature and be decided on the basis of preponderance of probability in view of the judgment of the Supreme 
Court in Ashok Shankarrao Chavan Vs. Dr. Madhavrao Kinhalkar and Ors (Supra) as has been laid down in 
Para 86 which is produced as follows: 

86. In the first place, the enquiry to be held Under Section 10A is not to examine any allegation of 
corrupt practice falling Under Section 123 of the Act. The only area of examination to be made in 
an enquiry Under Section 10A is with regard to the lodging of the account of election expenses 
and whether such lodgment was done in the manner and as required by or under the Act, In the 
second place, when such an enquiry is held, the scope would be as contained in Section 77(1) and 
(3) as well as Section 78. The said provisions require a contesting candidate to maintain a true 
and correct account of the election expenses to ensure that such expenses are within the limits 
prescribed under the Act and that a copy of such statement of accounts is filed within the time 
prescribed Under Section 78. When it comes to the question of a corrupt practice Under Section 
123, it is needless to state that the scope of examination of the said issue would be within the four 
corners of an Election Petition, as has been prescribed in Chapter I of Part VI of the Act to 
Chapter V of the Act, At the risk of repetition it will have to be reiterated that the enquiry Under 
Section 10A would be more or less of a civil nature and therefore, the principles of preponderance 
of probabilities alone would apply and it is relevant to note that even after the order of 
disqualification, if any, is passed Under Section 10A, after following the requirement of issuance 
of show cause notice, receipt of reply, etc., there is a further remedy available to the contesting 
candidate Under Section 11 by which the aggrieved candidate can demonstrate before the Election 
Commission as to how the order of disqualification cannot stand and that it has to be varied. Even 
if by invoking Section 11 the aggrieved candidate is not able to get his grievance redressed, the 
Constitutional remedy Under Articles 32 and 226 of the Constitution is always available to 
question the correctness of any order that may be passed by the Election Commission under 
Sections 10A and 11 of the Act. 

(v) The Complainant had contended that the Respondent had raised a contention that since there was no adverse 
report filed by the DEO, Datia in this case, the proceedings against him cannot be initiated under section 10A of 
the RP Act 1951. The Complainant had averred against this contention that the DEO had only submitted in the 
report that the account was lodged in the proper format and he had not conducted any inquiry with respect to the 
alleged publications. Also, the said issue had already been decided by the Supreme Court in Ashok Shankarrao 
Chavan vs. Dr. Madhavrao Kinhalkar and Ors (Supra) in Para 70 which is produced as follows: 

70. The conduct of election being in the realm of public domain, the operation of such election 
would take place in each constituency, in an area spread over the whole of the constituency. It 
will have to be stated that the Election Commission may not be in a position to have access to 
any kind of illegality or irregularity indulged in by the candidates concerned, irrespective of 
the various personnel such as Election officers, security personnel, etc. functioning 
exclusively for the purpose of holding the election under the control of the Election 
Commission. Therefore, such instances of illegalities committed by the candidates contesting 
in the election in certain areas of the constituency may come to the notice of some individuals. 
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which may have a serious ramification relating to the conduct of the candidate by abusing the 
process of the election with the aid of money power available with such candidate. Therefore, 
if someone is able to assert such misuse of funds in the process of election by a candidate by 
making an inspection Under Rule 88 and if the concerned individual finds out that such 
misuse of funds had taken place, which was not disclosed in the statement of account of 
election expenses, he will have every right to bring it to the notice of the Election Commission 
and the very purport of providing such a right Under Rule 87 and 88 when read along with 
Section 10A makes it clear that he would have every locus to prefer a complaint. Also in the 
course of an enquiry made Under Section 10A, the Election Commission can call upon the 
concerned individual to substantiate the complaint with relevant materials to enable the 
Election Commission to pass appropriate orders of disqualification under the said Section. 
Therefore, the contention of learned Senior Counsel for the Appellant that the Complainants 
have no locus cannot be accepted. 

(vi) The Complainant had contended that the Respondent had raised a contention that some of the news 
items placed on record were photocopies which could not be accepted. Also, a strong reliance had been placed 
on the improper marking of the documents as exhibits on record. The Complainant against this contention had 
cited case of All Party Hill Leaders Conference vs. VV'.,4. Sangma (AIR1977SC2155) wherein it had been held 
that the Election Commission is a tribunal within the meaning of Article 136(1) of the Constitution and 
therefore, rules of Indian Evidence Act, 1872 are not applicable in the proceedings before the Commission. 

(vii) The Complainant had contended that the Respondent had not averred about the news items being forged or 
fabricated but had only disputed that no cash or consideration had been made to publish the alleged news items. 
Even the letters from the newspaper agencies had not disputed the alleged publications but had only declared 
that no payment had been made from the Respondent or in his behalf in respect of the alleged publications. 
Also, the witness, Ramesh Rajpoot, who appeared in favour of the Respondent, in the cross examination by the 
counsel of the Complainant.had admitted that the publications were made in the newspapers. 

(viii) The Complainant had contended that the letters submitted by the newspaper agencies could not be relied 
upon as they are not supported by any affidavit. Also, the people who have issued the letters never appeared 
before the Commission. The then Collector had also not appeared before the Commission to prove the letters. 
The letters did not bear any seal of the agency and were not even issued on a proper letter head. 

(ix) The Complainant had contended that the Collector Datia, who was a witness in favour of the Respondent 
had not denied the allegations of manipulations of the evidence in the cross examination by the counsel for the 
Complainant but had refused to answer the same. 

(x) The Complainant had contended that the judgment by the Delhi High Court in the challenge to the order of 
the Commission in case of Ashok Shankarrao Chavan is not applicable in the present case as it had not been 
upheld by the Supreme Court. The Delhi High Court had quashed the Show Cause Notice issued to the 
Respondent in the case on the ground that it had been issued without framing of an issue regarding the 
knowledge and consent about the expenditure. But in the present matter, the said issue had been framed by the 
Commission. Also, in the matter of UmleshYadav the Division Bench of the Allahabad High Court had upheld 
the order of the Election Commission which was further upheld by the Supreme Court. Thus, the law laid down 
in the case of UmleshYadav shall have the binding force. 

(xi) The Complainant had contended that the opportunity to show-cause was given to the Respondent in the 
notice within 20 days’ time satisfying the opportunity which must be granted to him under Rule 89(6) of CER 
1961. But instead of curing the default, the Respondent denied the contents of the notice. 

(xii) The Complainant had contended that plea of permissible limit on the expenditure during elections cannot 
be raised in the present matter as it can be only raised under Section 11 of the RP Act. 

(xiii) The Complainant had contended that the Respondent had further averred in the matter of Ashok 
ShankarraoChavan that the Delhi High Court had quashed the notice under Rule 89 (5) of CER. Even the 
Respondent challenged the notice before the High Court of Madhya Pradeshand subsequently before the 
Supreme Court but the writ petition was dismissed. Hence, there is no defect in the notice issued by the Election 
Commission. Therefore, the said judgement of Ashok Shankarrao Chavan is not applicable to the facts of the 
present case. 

(xiv) On the issue of some photocopies being marked as the exhibit in the cross-examination by the counsel of 
the Complainant, the Complainant had contended that he has given an affidavit in support of the documents 
attached with his complaint. He filed the photocopies along with the original copies of the newspapers. Also, he 
stated that the exhibits are marked on the photocopies after confirmation from the original copies. 
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(xv) On the issue of whether the news items must declare the name of the person who wishes to publish the 
item, the Complainant had contended that the every news item mentions the name of the Respondent and the 
issue of whether the news items are paid news or not, shall be decided by the Commission. 

(xvi) On the issue of voluntary publications by the newspapers, the Complainant had contended that he 
disagrees with the fact that the articles/appeals/advertisements were voluntarily published by the newspapers 
after collecting information about every candidate from his constituency regarding his popularity. 

(xvii) In view of the above contentions, the Complainant prayed that the Respondent deserves to be disqualified 
under Section 10A of the RP Act 1951 for three years. 

34. The Respondent relied on the following averments in hiswritten as well as oral submissions: 

(i) The Respondent had contended that the Show-Cause Notice issued to him makes the following things 
clear: 

a. It has been issued four years after the declaration of the result of elections which was declared on 08 th 
December 2008. 

b. It was issued only on the basis of Paid News Committee and there is no independent assessment of 
facts and application of the mind by the Commission before issuing of notice on 15 th Jan 2013. It has 
also been held in 2003 (1) MPLJ 180, that if the notice is issued mechanically, it is not acceptable in 
law. 

(ii) The Respondent had contended that the Show-Cause Notice was issued only on the basis of Paid News 
Committee observation which was not based upon any evidence and was simply ‘an observation’ of the 
said Committee which is again unsustainable in law in the light of judgements of the Supreme Court 
namely AIR 1952 SC 16 and (1997) 7 SCC 622. 

(iii) The Respondent in his contentions denies the publication of 42 disputed news items and had stated in 
the reply to the Show-Cause Notice, that the election expenses submitted by him is in accordance with 
law. 

(iv) The Respondent had contended that since the public mandate has been received by the Respondent 
again in the election held in the year 2013-2014, the said public mandate cannot be nullified only 
because no action was taken within a reasonable time under Section 10A of the Representation of the 
People Act, 1951. 

(v) The Respondent had contended that the following legal provisions are applicable in the case: 

a. Section 123 of the Act defines the corrupt practices and sub-section (6) speaks the incurring or 
authorizing of expenditure in contravention of Section 77. Also, Section 146 of the Act read with Rule 
89 of the Conduct of Election Rules, 1961, provides for the power of inquiry, wherein, the Commission 
has to follow the provisions of Civil Procedure Code, 1908 in the manner indicated in the section, 
while conducting the inquiry. Thus, a full-fledged inquiry has to be done under Section 10A of the RP 
Act 1951. 

c. Under Section 10A, the Election Commission can only disqualify a person for failure to lodge 
account of election expenses, if it is satisfied that the person has failed to lodge an account of election 
expenses within time and in the manner required by or under this the Representation of the People Act, 
1951. Further he says that a candidate shall keep a separate and correct account of all expenditure 
under Section 77 of the Act, which is incurred or authorised by him or his election agent in connection 
with the election. 

From a combined reading of all the aforesaid provisions and Rules 86 to 89 of the Conduct of Election 
Rules, 1961, following things are clear: 

a. The candidate is obliged to keep the account of election expenses from the date of election 
notification till the date of declaration of the result which he or his agent has incurred during the course 
of election. 

b. There is no provision under the Representation of the People Act, 1951 with respect to keeping of 
any account of any expenses which is not incurred by the candidate or his agent or not authorised by 
the candidate or his agent. 

(vi) The Respondent had contended that a bare reading of the entire complaint lodged by the 
Complainantdid not contend that the Respondent or his agent or under authorization by third person, 
had paid anything against the publication of disputed 42 news items. Even single evidence had not been 
led by the Complainant despite of opportunity given by the Commission which would show that the 
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said news items were published under the authorization of the Respondent. Thus, the complaint filed by 
him is baseless, frivolous and deserves to be quashed. 

(vii) The Respondent had contended that on behalf of the newspapers, Shri Ramesh Rajpoot 
(DainikBhaskar) and Shri Suresh Sharma (DainikAcharan) had been examined who have clearly 
denied expenses of any money against the publication of the said news items. The photocopies which 
have been marked as the exhibits are also not acceptable as the evidence. 

(viii) The Respondent had contended that in the case of Ashok Shankar RaoChavan, vs. Madhav Rao 
Kinhalkar and others (Supra), it had been held that the candidate against whom the show-cause notice 
under Section 10A of the Act, 1951 is issued, had to be provided with full opportunity of hearing and 
the Complainant had to prove beyond doubt that account of election expenses was not submitted by the 
winning candidate. In the present case. Complainant failed to establish the allegation of complaint. 

(ix) The Respondent had contended that it was held in Ashok Shankar RaoChavan, vs. MadhavRao 
Kinhalkar and others (Supra) since the tenure of Assembly was going to expire, the Election 
Commission must hold the proceedings on day- to-day basis, which means that the Supreme Court was 
conscious that after the tenure is over, no order under Section 10A of the Act, 1951 can be passed. In 
the present matter, the tenure of election in dispute came to an end in the year 2013 and the Respondent 
had been re-elected on the basis of his performance, honesty and public mandate. Thus in view of the 
above judgment of the Supreme Court, the order cannot be passed against the Respondent under 
Section 10A of the Representation of the People Act, 1951. 

(x) The Respondent had contended that as far as the principle of preponderance of probabilities is 
concerned, the same cannot be attracted in the favour of the Complainant, but will act against him for 
the simple reason that the probabilities available in the case suggest that the Complainant has neither 
pleaded nor proved that the expenses were made by the Respondent or under his authorization. 

(xi) The Respondent had contended that after the Supreme Court decided the case of Ashok Shankar Rao 
Chavan (supra), the Commission passed an order of disqualification in his respect, but later on the 
High Court of Delhi had set aside the order of the Commission, exercising advisory jurisdiction on the 
ground that the election expenses which is said to have not beenincluded, which if included in the 
election expenditure of Ashok Shankar RaoChavan, and it is within the prescribed ceiling of expenses, 
then in that case, no order under Section 10A of the Act, 1951 can be passed. The Respondent also 
submits that by a combined reading of all the provisions related to Section 10A of the Act, 1951, it 
makes it crystal clear that the election expenses should not exceed the maximum limit prescribed under 
the law, which is the object of the law. In the present case, anyway, the expenses do not exceed 
prescribed limit of the expenditure. 

(xii) The Respondent had contended that the DEO had categorically found in his inquiry in terms of report 
called by the Commission that the election expenses were rightly submitted by the Respondent. 

(xiii) On the issue of blank columns in the account of election expenditure submitted by the Respondent, the 
Respondent had contended that whatever expenses must have been submitted in the account, have 
already been submitted. 

(xiv) On the issue of misusing position as a Minister in the State Government, the Respondent had contended 
that he had never misused his position to fabricate any evidence in connivance with the officers of the 
Commission. 

(xv) On the issue of whether the newspapers submitted false letters to the Commission in his coercion, the 
Respondent had contended that he denies any such allegation and no undue influence was ever used on 
any of the newspapers. 

(xvi) On the issue as to when did he gain information/knowledge about the alleged news 
items/advertisments/impact features, etc., he has stated that since he had not made any payment for the 
alleged news items, the question of knowledge regarding the same did not arise. 

(xvii) On the submission of the Respondent that the publicationof news was based on reports of the Press 
Trust of India, the Respondent was asked whether any credit was attributed to the Press Trust of India, 
he stated that he had no idea as to how Press Trust of India publishes the news but he had not paid any 
money to the newspapers. 

(xviii) In addition to the Respondent, Mr. Madan Kumar Gupta, Collector Datia had also been cross examined 
as a witness to the Respondent. He denied the inspection of the account of election expenses filed by 
the Commission and stated that whatever records were present in the election office have been brought 
by him before the Commission. He also stated that he had no comments on the questions with respect 
to the functions of the DEO Datia, as the questions do not relate to his tenure. 
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(xix) In addition to the Respondent, Mr. Ramesh Rajpoot, Editor, Dainik Bhaskar, had been cross-examined 
as a witness to the Respondent. He had stated that no paid news publication is possible at the agency 
level or at the level of the reporters. He had stated that neither the Respondent nor any one had provided 
any paid news advertisement to him. He also stated that the letter issued from the office of Dainik 
Bhaskar declaring the denial of any payment received from the Respondent, is within his knowledge and 
had been issued by a responsible officer of the agency. He also stated that it is possible that the news 
items published in one newspaper can be published in others also. He admitted the rate card of Dainik 
Bhaskar on record. Regarding the question on register of the bills of advertisements/appeals in his 
agency, to be placed on record by him, he replied that there was no information regarding the 
Respondent on the said register and that is why it was not necessary to produce the same on record. 

(xx) In addition to the Respondent, Mr. Suresh Sharma, Regional Editor of Dainik Acharan, had been cross- 
examined as a witness to the Respondent. He had stated that his agency only publishes news/ 
advertisements and doesn’t publish paid news. He also stated that there is no special rate list which is 
issued by his agency during elections. Tariff card is subject to change but is also not issued specially 
with respect to elections. He also stated that the letter which has been submitted to the DEO has been 
issued by him without any intention to save the Respondent. 

35. Before the main issues are considered, it is appropriate to sum up briefly the preliminary objections raised by 
the Respondent. 

(i) There has been a contention by the Respondent in all his submissions regarding the delay in the 
proceedings of the Commission. The Respondent also raises a question that since the tenure of his 
office was once over after 2013, the Show-Cause Notice cannot be sent. After the Commission decided 
to call the parties for hearing in the Commission, several applications were filed by the Respondent to 
defer the hearings constantly. He also tried to delay the proceedings in view of an interim relief being 
granted on the issue of jurisdiction of the Commission in a Writ Petition filed by Radha Mohan Soni 
(W.P 3512/2011). In spite of his repeated applications, the Commission only took note of the 
reasonable reasons to defer the hearings. The hearings which were commenced on 22 nd October 2013 
got concluded on 17 th March 2017. With respect to the reasons stated hereinabove, the delay has been 
caused in the matter. 

(ii) The Respondent had raised preliminary objections regarding the Commission’s jurisdiction to hold this 
enquiry. The power of the Commission under Section 10A of the RP Act 1951 to enter into the 
correctness or falsity of the account of expenses submitted under sections 77 and 78, is well established 
from the case of L.R. Shivaramagowda vs. T.M. Chandrashekar (AIR 1999 SC 252) and reaffirmed by 
the Supreme Court in Ashok Chavan’s case. The Supreme Court in Ashok Chavan’s case also held that 
the purpose of holding the enquiry was not a mere formality, but a comprehensive enquiry to ascertain 
that the account filed was a true, correct and genuine one. 

(iii) Furthermore, the Respondent has contended that if the impugned expenditure when added to the 
reported expenditure, if falls within the permissible limit allowed by law, no action may lie under 
Section 10A. However, it is well established and reaffirmed by the Supreme Court in Ashok Chavan’s 
case that it is the truth or falsity of the account that is critical for the purposes of section 10A, 
irrespective of whether the permissible limit is breached or not. 

(iv) Finally, as the Supreme Court noted in Ashok Chavan v.Dr. Madhavrao Kinhalkar and Ors (AIR 2014 
SC 3102), the DEO’s Report to the Commission need not form the sole and exclusive basis for the 
formation of the Commission’s satisfaction under Rule 89(5) of the CER 1961. 

36. The Commission will now consider the main issues that arise in light of the rival contentions and submissions 
made by both parties in support of their respective cases. In doing so, we may advert to the issues framed by 
the Commission in this matter on 8 th September 2014: 

Issue No. 1 : Whether the news articles, ‘appeals’ with photograph of the Respondent, advertisements etc. 

in various newspapers namely, Dainik Bhaskar, Nai Duniya, Dainik Datia Prakash, Acharan Gwalior and B.P.N 

Times, published during the election process in Datia Constituency, amount to “paid news”/advertisments in 

connection with the election of the Respondent? 

37. The first issue relates to the question whether the alleged news items published during the campaigning period 
in the elections of 2008 in Madhya Pradesh amount to “paid news”. The National Level Committee on paid 
news conclusively held in its meeting that all the alleged 42 news items fall in the category of the paid news. 
Since no scanning or reporting was done at the District or State Level with respect to the alleged paid news by 
the Respondent, the Commission’s Committee on Paid News functioned at the highest level in its enquiry into 
the matter. The Paid News Committee commenced its meetings after the Respondent filed the original copies 
of the alleged newspaper publications with his complaint of 28 th May 2012 and arrived at its conclusions on the 
basis of the following factors: (i) timing of the publications, (ii) content specifically carried in the publications, 
(iii) the repetition of content from one newspaper to another on successive dates of publication, (iv) headliners 
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of the news items which heavily promoted the Respondent in particular and (v) most importantly, publication 
of the item without the mention of any reporter’s name. These observations made by the Committee support 
the conclusion that the said news items were “paid news”. 

38. All 42 paid news items are extremely biased in favour of the Respondent. Many of these are printed ‘impact 
features’ which are typically paid for on pre-negotiated terms according to the prevailing advertorial policy of 
the concerned newspaper. The said items identify strongly with the illustrations contained in the Commission’s 
Compendium on Paid News. 

39. The Respondent in his cross examination contended that news agencies such as Press Trust of Indiahave made 
the publications of the alleged paid news items. It is further inferred from his contention that the news agencies 
such as Press Trust of India, have correspondents all over the country, who cover electioneering news and report 
the ground situation, the winnability of candidates etc. Such reports are often picked up by newspapers, without 
editing, and often the same report appears, word for word. The Respondent thus tried to explain the appearance 
of the alleged items in the concerned newspapers, in this manner. However, the Respondent’s argument is not 
tenable in this particular case as none of these ‘replica’ items published in different newspapers carry a credit 
line to the PTI or concerned agency, or reporter’s name which is essential for proving the stated fact. Also, only 
when information is taken from news agency reports, and an item is drafted de novo, including the other facts, 
can such a credit be denied. In addition to the above, on examining the original copies of the newspapers filed 
on record by the Complainant, the following items have been concluded to be direct appeals for votes in the 
election the contents whereof cannot be deniedto have been published by the Respondent himself or his agent or 
any other person under his authorization: 

a. "RHU published in Dainik Bhaskar, on 27 th Nov, 2008, with a photograph of Dr. Narottam Mishra, 

Shri Shivraj Singh Chauhan and the party symbol of Bhartiya Janata Party. The alleged contents in the news 
items are as follows: 

"$WT. ftw, WW tpff Wt WTSff WPT W? $WTf 3fIW wR' WzFftV ftw 

Wt #’ WT& WTWt # WTf WFt Wt 3fP7& rt f." 
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b. "'lilrlH vf?W & $/ J ll <fR^/ W R'ftltf" published in Dainik Nai Duniya, on 27 th Nov, 2008, with a 
photograph of Dr. Narottam Mishra. This news item is printed as "Navi duniya response feature” on the day of 
poll in the Constituency. The alleged contents in the news items are as follows: 

"# 3jn$ RriUdl $ RJ<M f # far # W R*IH W*ff # c ffr irfrt % 

Rrrr^T^iwwtwfTRR'^w^WTWTWvn #?TfR3ftr?pjgfTft, $w # iwR erit 
^R>Rnrmw^Rm^Hd<iH tfwvwjw^'gwww&rzwRf." 


^ ^ 'M^lPfcl 3T3fe>f. 3RT7-3feTf 
^ ^ ^3 fltdcM? 33% 31% JJ37 

didn't % ^T0 3\l'lcc13 f%$7 ft 3533 ^ tJTcf 3? 

V /-v .. _ f' 


— - — . ■ • ■ - ■ l • IXI I » X 

HcKM 37?% cf^I 333? f%>37 I1 %10 % 37gT 

f%7 ^$1 Ml<£T % 37133?f ?1 dl «t»!n 3>7 3lf4c3 <-ftMI 
1? I g?T 31? 377 ■gdicl 37T3 ?<77?1 ft 3g 

3^t 333 377 ?T?311 373%I f%l3?M Pig 
^ %cjc3 % 33Lnfej % 53 : 'Hi'Jim r~ 

3% ???37T? M-1 M 317 g?l*t 

3fcT31 3% 3I J fl<l?i ^Pl^cl gt 
3fd<4l 3% cpt *^<si|tJKi ?t 

'jfl-SHI, 371% cjiofl 4)4l ?% vJwjicjel 

* 3 fen c% ?3lfcr? ^ % 3733-^7%% 

371 37cIT3? u I 1J3 g? gl^T 3% 3% 3>(3 

f%% i $<icp f%p? 3H43 >'i Pi up %37 

.^ttl 
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c. "hci$I( 1 WSf&t it <7 W R^<1 "published in Dainik Datia Prakash, on 27 th Nov, 2008, with a photograph of Dr. 
Narottam Mishra and the party symbol of Bhartiya Janata Party. The news item was published on the day of poll 
and ends with the words “Aapka Dr. Narottam Mishra, Bhajpa Pratyashi Vidhan sabha kshetra 22”. The alleged 
contents in the news items are as follows: 

"zRm stw % H^HiRd wnrftwf, mwr-w^ff w wfr $ tm tor writ ^WFftmmf & 

3JFT& RriHdl WW frfim WKf R <ftw VR & far £ 7 ^ 

R mw fitit itw % wtwtwtvi # ?rfR 3ffrc ?ppgt ?f, $w it zwtw stk sist wf Rr w £7^ writ 
h<nh #mvmw%'$w'TTWzwzm4." 
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40. The Commission holds, in view of the above said evidence of direct appeals, that: 

i. The first news item was published along with a photograph of Dr. Narottam Mishra, Shri Shivraj Singh 
Chauhan and the party symbol of Bhartiya Janata Party. Also the content of the news item mentioning 
the words “Main Dr. Narottam Mishra....” clearly shows that the appeal was published by the 
Respondent himself to influence people in the Constituency to vote in his favour. Similarly, the second 
and third news items, which were published on the poll day itself along with photograph of Dr. 
Narottam Mishra, wherein the contents mentioning the words “Main aapse vinamrata se karbaddh 
nivedan karta hun....” manifest the same. The third news item also ends with the words “Aapka Dr. 
Narottam Mishra, Bhajpa Pratyashi Vidhan sabha kshetra 22” and strongly suggests its publication by 
the Respondent himself. 

ii. The phrases “Main Dr. Narottam Mishra....” and “Main aapse vinamrata se karbaddh nivedan karta 
hun....” along with a photograph of Dr. Narottam Mishra and the party symbol of Bhartiya Janata Party 
place a situational exposition where the Respondent cannot contend that the above news item was not 
published by him or his election agent. 

41. The Commission thus accepts the report of the Committee on paid news that the 42 alleged news items did 
constitute “paid news”/advertisments in connection with the election of the Respondent. 

Issue No. 2: Whether the expenditure on the alleged publications has been incurred/authorised either by the 
Respondent or by his election agent or by any other person with direct or implied consent or knowledge of the 
Respondent or his election agent within the meaning of Section 77 of the Representation of the People Act, 
1951. 

42. The second issue is whether the expenditure on the alleged publications was incurred or authorized either by the 
Respondent or his election agent or by any other person with direct or implied consent or knowledge of the 
Respondent or his election agent within the meaning of section 77 of the RP Act, 1951. 

Section 77 of the Representation of the People Act, 1951 is reproduced here: 

“77. Account of election expenses and maximum thereof .— 

(1) Every candidate at an election shall, either by himself or by his election agent, keep a separate and correct 
account of all expenditure in connection with the election incurred or authorized by him or by his election 
agent between the date on which he has been nominated and the date of declaration of the result thereof, 
both dates inclusive. Explanation 1.—For the removal of doubts, it is hereby declared that — (a) the 
expenditure incurred by leaders of a political party on account of travel by air or by any other means of 
transport for propagating programme of the political party shall not be deemed to be the expenditure in 
connection with the election incurred or authorised by a candidate of that political party or his election 
agent for the purposes of this sub-section, (b) any expenditure incurred in respect of any arrangements 
made, facilities provided or any other act or thing done by any person in the service 

(2) of the Government and belonging to any of the classes mentioned in clause (7) of section 123 in the 
discharge or 

(3) purported discharge of his official duty as mentioned in the proviso to that clause shall not be deemed to be 
expenditure in connection with the election incurred or authorised by a candidate or by his election agent 
for the purposes of this sub-section. 

Explanation 2. — For the purposes of clause (a) of Explanation 1, the expression “leaders of a political party”, 
in respect of any election, means ,— (i) where such political party is a recognised political party, such persons 
not exceeding forty in number, and (ii) where such political party is other than a recognised political party, such 
persons not exceeding twenty in number, whose names have been communicated to the Election Commission 
and the Chief Electoral Officers of the States by the political party to be leaders for the purposes of such 
election, within a period of seven days from the date of the notification for such election published in the Gazette 
of India or Official Gazette of the State, as the case may be, under this Act: 

Provided that a political party may, in the case where any of the persons referred to in clause (i) or, as the case 
may be, in clause (ii) dies or ceases to be a member of such political party, by further communication to the 
Election Commission and the Chief Electoral Officers of the States, substitute new name, during the period 
ending immediately before forty-eight hours ending with the hour fixed for the conclusion of the last poll for 
such election, for the name of such person died or ceased to be a member, for the purposes of designating the 
new leader in his place. 

(2) The account shall contain such particulars, as may be prescribed. 

(3) The total of the said expenditure shall not exceed such amount as may be prescribed. 
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43. The Complainant has produced both original and photocopies of the newspaper pages of Danik Bhaskar, Nai 
Dunia, Danik Datia Prakash, Acharan Gwalior and B.P.N Times in which the alleged advertisments have been 
made. A perusal of these publications, which as the Paid News Committee has noted, have appeared almost 
daily from 8th November to 27th November 2008 (during the campaign period); carried information exclusively 
about the Respondent and appeared strongly biased towards him. One particular news item under the heading 
“to isiliyesabsealaghain Narottam”, appeared on 15th November in Aachran, on 11th November in Nai Duniya, 
and on 9th November in Dainik Bhaskar, with the same headline and a verbatim reproduction of the body of the 
item. Futhermore, the headlines of many of the items appeared to strongly promote the Respondent, stating that 
the Respondent was necessary for development of the constituency; calling the Respondent’s victory certain and 
imminent, etc. There was no coverage of opposition candidates or their manifestoes, or campaigns, etc. 
Importantly, as noted above, there were three news items published in the format of direct appeals by the 
candidate, appearing in three different newspapers on the day of the poll: 

(i) An item published in Dainik Bhaskar, on 27th November 2008, with a photograph of Dr. Narottam 
Mishra, Shri Shivraj Singh Chauhan and the party symbol of Bhartiya Janata Party; 

(ii) An item in Dainik Nai Duniya, on 27th November 2008, carrrying a photograph of Dr. Narottam 
Mishra and printed as “Nayiduniya response feature” on the day of poll in the Constituency; 

(iii) An item published in Dainik Datia Prakash, on 27th Nov 2008, with a photograph of Dr. Narottam 
Mishra and the party symbol of Bhartiya Janata Party. This item, again published on the day of the 
27th November, 2008 ends with the words “Aapka Dr. Narottam Mishra, Bhajpa Pratyashi 
Vidhansabha kshetra”. 

44. Furthermore the Respondent was cross-examined before the Commission by counsel for the Complainant on 
26th May, 2016 and was specifically asked about when he gained knowledge/information about the alleged 
news items/advertisments/impact features, etc. published dining the period of nomination till the date of the poll 
in the 2008 assembly elections. The Respondent replied that since he had not made any payment with respect to 
the alleged news items, the question of knowledge regarding the same did not arise. During the entire cross 
examination, the Respondent repeatedly denied having made payment for any news items, rather than 
specifically denying knowledge regarding the same. The witnesses appearing on the behalf of the Respondent 
had also denied having received any money against the publication of the said news items. These denials cannot 
be accepted and relied upon because it is proved on record by the Complainant that the two rival candidates had 
made payments for similar type of publications to the these news agencies. Thus, it is hard to believe that the 
said news agencies had published similar news items on behalf of the Respondent without receiving any 
consideration from him. Importantly, the facts and circumstances of the issue of the news items, their frequency 
of publication during the campaign period, the fact that the advertisements in question appear in a number of 
prominent newspapers in Datia with fairly widespread circulation, make it difficult for the Respondent to validly 
claim ignorance about the appearance in these newspapers, of the impugned advertisements, including three 
direct appeals apparently made by him in first person, with his photograph and party symbol, on the day of the 
poll. 

45. The Supreme Court in Ashok Shankarrao Chavan Vs. Dr. Madhavrao Kinhalkar &Ors ., while deciding on the 
nature of the enquiry undertaken under Section 10A of the RP Act, where the Commission enquires into the 
correctness of an account of election expenditure noted as follows: 

“At the risk of repetition it will have to be reiterated that the enquiry under Section 10A would be more or less 
of a civil nature and therefore, the principles of preponderance of probabilities alone would apply.” 

In light of the facts presented above, as well as the fact that the Respondent was a third-time Member of 
Legislative Assembly; a representative of Datia in the State Assembly, the Commission finds difficulty in 
accepting the Respondent’s claims of ignorance regarding the said advertisements, especially the direct appeals 
made in first person in the name of the Respondent, appearing in three different newspapers on the day of the 
poll, which were germane and relevant to his own political campaign in the Assembly election. Accordingly, on 
the balance of probabilities, the existence of knowledge on the part of the Respondent about the impugned news 
items appears so highly probable as to establish that the Respondent did have knowledge of the said 
publications. Furthermore, the Respondent failed to disavow the said news items appearing in his favour, as well 
as the direct appeals appearing in his name, by sending notice to the newspapers concerned, to cease publication 
of such items that could create the impression that they were published at his behest. Incurring of expenditure 
“on account of the holding of any public meeting, or upon any advertisement, circular or publication, or in any 
other way whatsoever for the purpose of promoting or procuring the election of [a] candidate ” is a punishable 
offence under Section 171H of the Indian Penal Code, 1860, reproduced below for ready reference: 
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“Section 171H. Illegal payments in connection with an election.—Whoever without the 
general or special authority in writing of a candi-date incurs or authorises expenses on 
account of the holding of any public meeting, or upon any advertisement, circular or 
publi-cation, or in any other way whatsoever for the purpose of promot-ing or procuring the 
election of such candidate, shall be pun-ished with fine which may extend to five hundred 
rupees: Provided that if any person having incurred any such expenses not exceeding the 
amount of ten rupees without authority obtains within ten days from the date on which such 
expenses were in-curred the approval in writing of the candidate, he shall be deemed to have 
incurred such expenses with the authority of the candidate. ” 

The Respondent’s failure to report such advertisements further strengthens the conclusion of his complicity in 
the same. It also strengthens the conclusion that he knowingly participated or took advantage of the expenditure 
on such advertisements. 

46. Candidates are required to maintain a day to day account of election expenditure in a prescribed format. The 
format requires the candidate to declare, and contains columns for, the declaration of the value of goods or 
services received in kind from any source and used for electioneering of the candidate. The Guidelines for 
Maintenance of Day to Day Accounts of Election Expenditure clearly stipulate that goods or services received 
in kind like “vehicles, posters, pamphlets, media advertisement, helicopters, aircrafts etc. from party or any 
person/body/association” must be attributed in Part A of the Day to Day accounts, with date, description, 
quantity and rate per unit, estimated on the basis of notional value. Thus, it can be seen from the above that, the 
Respondent had received ‘assistance’ in the form of advertisements which supported his candidature, furthered 
his electoral prospects and which he can be deemed to have had knowledge of. 

47. According to the Supreme Court in Kanwar Lai Gupta v. Amur Nath Chawla, any expenditure incurred by any 
person other than the candidate or his authorized election agent, which the candidate knowingly takes advantage 
of, must be considered as presumed to have been authorized by him. The scheme of section 77 in its current 
form does recognise implied authorization in certain cases where expenditure can be identified with the election 
of a candidate (an exception for the travel expenses of star campaigners is carved out) even if such expenditure 
is not directly incurred or authorized by him. 

In Common Cause v. Union of India, the Supreme Court ruled on this point that: 

“The expenditure, (including that for which the candidate is seeking protection under Explanation 1 to Section 
77 of the RP Act) in connection with the election of a candidate - to the knowledge of the candidate or his 
election agent - shall be presumed to have been authorised by the candidate or his election agent. ” 

The Supreme Court reiterated this observation, in its 2014 decision in Ashok Chavan v. Election Commission 
agreeing with the Division Bench of the Allahabad High Court in Umlesh Yadav’s case, that the court could 
draw a presumption of implied authorization by the candidate, in certain circumstances. This is particularly 
applicable in the present circumstances; in view of the fact that the Respondent has failed to disavow any 
connection with the publications in question, and failed to take action against the news agencies concerned for 
making publications in respect of the Respondent without his authorization. In this connection, it may also be 
noted that there is a lacuna/weakness in Section 171H of the Indian Penal Code, which prescribes punishment of 
only Rs. five hundred for illegal/unauthorized payments in connection with an election. The Commission has 
already recommended to the Government for making the provisions of Section 171H more stringent. 

48. Thus, in view of the examination of the facts and evidence on record and the analysis of the decisions rendered 
by the Supreme Court, the Election Commission concludes that the Respondent had given his implied 
authorization for the publication of the advertisements in question and had knowingly taken advantage of the 
same. The Respondent cannot validly claim ignorance of the publication of the alleged items and has failed to 
expressly disavow any involvement in the samedespite the fact that the publications of the above mentioned 
“direct appeals’’ in his name, containing his photograph, published on the day of the poll, on 27 th November, 
2008, also constitute an offence under Section 171H of the Indian Penal Code, 1860.Moreover, in his account of 
election expenses, the Respondent has left the column on “campaign through electronic/print media” blank. 
Accordingly, the Commission has decided that the Respondent had knowledge of, and impliedly authorized 
publication of the impugned advertisements within the meaning of section 77 of the Representation of People 
Act, 1951. 

Issue No. 3: Whether the expenses incurred/authorised in such publications are included in the account of 
election expenses lodged by the Respondent? 

49. The third issue relates to whether the account of election expenses submitted by the Respondent included the 
expenses incurred/authorised on the alleged publications. It is apparent from the certified copy of the account of 
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election expenditure received from DEO Datia, that the Respondent has not included the expenses 
incurred/authorized on any publication in any newspaper. The heads of expenditure in the Respondent’s account 
of expenses, do not reflect any expenditure made on media advertisements or print publications. The 
Respondent has also repeatedly denied making any payments with regard to the alleged publications and has 
failed to account for any imputed expenditure thereof. 

50. In addition, the Respondent has failed to report the abovementioned advertisements in the day to day account of 
election expenditure required to be maintained by him. The prescribed format of the same, requires the 
candidate to declare the value of goods or services received in kind from any source and used for his. The 
Guidelines for Maintenance of Day to Day Accounts of Election Expenditure clearly stipulate that goods or 
services received in kind like “vehicles, posters, pamphlets, media advertisement, helicopters, aircrafts etc. from 
party or any person/body/association’’ must be attributed in Part A of the Day to Day accounts, with date, 
description, quantity and rate per unit, estimated on the basis of notional value. Even if we accept the contention 
of the Respondent that he has not paid for the alleged advertisements, the said advertisements have supported 
his candidature and furthered his electoral prospects by offering outreach to thousands of voters during the 
campaign period. He has therefore, clearly derived benefit from the same, and was thus obliged to have included 
a notional estimate of such expenditure in his Day to Day accounts register, but has failed to do so. 

51. The Commission thus concludes that expenditure incurred/authorized on the impugned publications have not 
been included in the accounts of election expenses lodged by the Respondent. 

Issue No. 4: Whether the Respondent has failed to lodge the true and correct account of election expenses as 
required by and under the law? 

52. The fourth issue relates to whether the Respondent has failed to lodge the true and correct account of election 
expenditure as required by and under the law. The factual examination conducted above make it clear that the 
Respondent has not lodged a true and correct account of expenditure as envisaged by the Act and Rules. 
Furthermore, the decisions of the Supreme Court adverted to above, make it clear that correctness or falsity of 
an account of election expenditure, regardless of whether it falls outside or within the permissible limit, is what 
attracts the disqualification under section 10A. Since the advertisements in question, amount to expenditure that 
the candidate ought to have reported in his expenses account since he knowingly took advantage of them, he is 
presumed to have impliedly authorized the said expenditure and therefore, was required to report it. Having 
failed to report the said expenditure, the Commission has decided that the Respondent has failed to lodge a 
correct and true account of his election expenses as required by and under the law. 

Issue No. 5: Whether the Respondent has good reason or justification for such failure to lodge his account of 
election expenses in the manner as required under the law? 

53. The fifth issue relates to whether the Respondent has a good reason or justification for failure to lodge his 
account of election expenses in the manner required under the law. The Respondent has constantly denied the 
allegation against him for incurring or authorizing the expenditure on publication on the alleged news items. 
While issuing the Show Cause Notice to him, the Commission gave an opportunity to explain the reason of the 
failure to lodge the correct account of election expenditure. However, the Respondent has failed to explain any 
such reason or justification for his failure, in his reply to the said notice or at any point during the proceedings. 
In addition to his reply and written submissions, the Respondent did not admit the failure to lodge the correct 
account and constantly denied the incurring/authorizing the payment on the alleged publications. Accordingly, 
the Commission decides that the Respondent has no good reason or justification for his failure to lodge his 
account of election expenses in the manner as required under the law. 

Issue No. 6: Whether the Respondent is liable to be disqualified by the Election Commission of India under 
section 10A read with Section 77 and 78 of the R.P Act, 1951? 

54. The Election Commission is concerned about the menace of paid news which has been assuming alarming 
proportions in the electoral landscape. This phenomenon, a manifestation of the pernicious effect of money in 
elections, has been growing increasingly vicious and spreading like cancer, in recent times. It is a grave electoral 
malpractice which circumvents election expenditure limits, disturbs the level playing field and militates against 
the voters’ right to accurate information to enable him to make informed choice. Supreme Court in Shiv Kripal 
Singh vs. V.V. Giri (AIR 1970 SC 2097) has held that what amounts to interference with the exercise of an 
electoral right is tyranny over the mind. The paid news is of such a character that it would either deter or tend to 
deter voters from supporting that candidate whom they would have supported from free exercise of their 
electoral right but for their being affected or attempted to be affected by the maker or publisher of the paid news. 
The public, in general, land more credence to news in the newspapers than to the advertisements of the political 
parties and candidates and the publication of such advertisements in the garb of news by way of paid news 
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amounts to deceiving the electorate. The Commission has attempted to address this menace by constituting 
mechanisms at the state and district levelsto investigate and report instances of paid news. However, the desired 
objective does not seem to have been fully achieved as is evident from the facts of the present case. It is clear 
from an examination of this matter, that the Respondent was complicit in the publication of the impugned paid 
news as news items and has derived benefit from and taken advantage of the same, without reporting or 
acknowledging it, and thereby attempting to bypass the rigours of the law. 

55. In view of the above, the Commission finds that irrespective of whether the alleged expenditure when added to 
the Respondent’s reported account, breaches the permissible limit or not, the fact remains that the Respondent 
has not only knowingly submitted a false account of expenses, but also attempted to circumvent the legally 
prescribed limit on expenditure. Such attempts need to be curbed with strong measures and visited with 
exemplary sanctions and restore the balance in the electoral playing field. Therefore, the Commission is of the 
considered view and holds that the Respondent, Dr. Narottam Mishra, should be disqualifiedunder Section 10A 
of the RP Act 1951. Accordingly, the Election Commission hereby declares that Shri Dr. Narottam Mishra, 
stands disqualified, for three years from the date of this order, under Section 10A read with Sections 77 and 78 
of the Representation of People Act, 1951 for failure to lodge his account of election expenses in the manner 
required by the lawand for having no good reason or justification for such failure. 

56. Before parting with the case, it is pertinent to mention that yesterday (22 nd June 2017)an application has been 
received from the Respondent for further hearing of the matter on the ground that the complainant has placed 
some new facts in written submissions which were not raised earlier in his entire pleadings. The Commission is, 
however, of the view that this application is a dilatory tactic on the part of the Respondent. This application is 
hit by principles of delay and laches. There are no new facts brought out by the Respondent in his present 
application. Both the parties had ample opportunities to respond to the written synopses submitted which were 
filed before the last date of hearing i.e. 17 th March 2017 when the order of the Commission was reserved. 
Further, the Commission had specifically asked the parties whether the arguments from both the parties could be 
taken as finally concluded, on which the learned counsels for both the parties stated that they had nothing more 
to submit either in writing or orally. Thus, to file an application after a lapse of three months is nothing but an 
act to further delay this matter. 

Hence, at this belated stage, this application cannot be entertained and is hereby rejected. 


(Shri. O.P. Rawat) 

(Dr. Nasim Zaidi) 

(Shri. A. K. Joti) 

Election Commissioner 

Chief Election Commissioner 
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Place: New Delhi 



Date: 23-06-2017 




[No. 76/MRLA/2009] 
Dr. NASIM ZAIDI, Chief Election Commissioner 


Uploaded by Dte. of Printing at Government of India Press, Ring Road, Mayapuri, New Delhi-110064 
and Published by the Controller of Publications, Delhi-110054. 


A I /'Nl/' l/l 11\/| A D Digitally signed by ALOK KUMAR 
MLUh |\U IVIMn Date:2017.07.06 11:25:40+0530' 







